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FEDERAL EXPRESS

Mr. Andrew Taylor

Case Developer

United States Environmental Protection Agency
Region IX

75 Hawthorne Street, SFD-7-5

8th Floor Mail Stop

San Francisco, CA 94105

Re: Request for Information Pursuant to CERCLA Section 104(e); San
Fernando Valley Area 2 Superfund Site — Glendale Chromium Operable
Unit; Former Facility of The Andrew Jergens Company (now knows as Kao
USA, Inc.), 99 West Verdugo Ave., Burbank, CA 91502

Dear Mr. Taylor

Enclosed please find the response from our client Kao USA Inc. (“Kao”) submitted in
reply to the information request letter from Ms. Kathi Moore, Manager, EPA Region IX dated
January 23, 2013.

As noted in the response, by virtue of legal name changes, Kao USA Inc., was previously
known as Kao Brands Company, and formerly known as The Andrew Jergens Company. Also
please additionally note that the former Facility in question at 99 West Verdugo Ave. ceased
operations in 1992 and was subsequently sold and redeveloped in the late 1990s into new
commercial structures.

Further enclosed with Kao’s response are copies of the prior No Further Action Letter
from the City of Burbank Fire Department dated March 26, 1996; No Further Action Letter from
the California Water Quality Control Board Los Angeles Region to The Andrew Jergens
Company dated August 2, 1996; and the No Further Action Letter from EPA Region IX and the
California Water Quality Control Board Los Angeles Region to The Andrew Jergens Company
dated December 31, 1996, along with supporting documentation.

Additional responsive documents were previously provided in Kao’s 104(e) response
letter dated May 22, 1991 and Kao’s 104(e) response letter dated June 16, 2011.
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Kao USA Inc. K@O

2535 Spring Grove Avenue,
Cinclnnati, Oh 45214-1729

February 19, 2013
VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS

Mr. Andrew Taylor

Case Developer -

United States Environmental Protection Agency
Region IX

75 Hawthorne Street, SFD-7-5

8th Floor Mail Stop

San Francisco, CA 94105

Re: Request for Information Pursuant to CERCLA Section 104(e); San
Fernando Valley Area 2 Superfund Site — Glendale Chromium
Operable Unit; Former Andrew Jergens Facility, 99 West Verdugo
Ave., Burbank, CA 91502

Dear Mr. Taylor:

This letter and the documents submitted herewith are the response of Kao USA Inc. to a
letter, dated January 23, 2013, to Mr. William J. Gentner, President/CEO of Kao Brands
Company For Andrew Jergens Company (the same being now known as Kao USA Inc.) (“Kao”)
located at 2535 Spring Grove Avenue, Cincinnati, Ohio 45214.

Kao USA Inc. has responded to information requests from the United States
Environmental Protection Agency (“EPA™) on two separate occasions. Kao previously received
a letter from Mr. Jerry Clifford, EPA Region IX requesting information about the Kao facility
which used to be located at 99 W. Verdugo Ave., Burbank, CA (“Facility”) dated March 14,
1991 ( “EPA’s 1991 Letter”). On May 22, 1991 Kao sent a 104(e) response letter (“Kao’s 1991
Response Letter”). Subsequently, Kao received another information request from Mr. Carl
Brickner, EPA Region IX dated April 7, 2011. On June 16, 2011 Kao sent a 104(e) response
letter (“Kao’s 2011 Response Letter”). As you requested, Kao USA Inc. will refer EPA to these
letters where it is appropriate.

Please be advised that the Facility in question ceased operations in 1992, and was
subsequently sold and has been redeveloped in the late 1990s into new commercial structures.
Consequently much of the information provided, to the extent available, addresses the historic
operation of the Facility, and not a current operating industrial site.
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Since the Facility ceased operations in 1992, three No Further Action Letters have been
issued to The Andrew Jergens Company in regards to the Facility. As part of the
decommissioning of the Facility, all buildings were razed and all underground storage tanks were
removed. In relation to the closure of the underground storage tanks, the City of Burbank Fire
Department sent a No Further Action Letter dated March 26, 1996. Subsequently, the California
Water Quality Control Board Los Angeles Region sent a No Further Action Letter to The
Andrew Jergens Company dated August 2, 1996 stating that the site did not pose a threat to
groundwater quality.  Finally, based on soil and groundwater analysis submitted by
environmental consultant EMCON on behalf of The Andrew Jergens Company, the EPA
Region IX and the California Water Quality Control Board Los Angeles Region issued a joint
No Further Action letter dated December 31, 1996. Since that time, no entity affiliated with Kao
USA, Inc. has conducted any operations on the site or had any storage tanks or permanent
structures on the site.

To the extent that information provided in any response (including, but not limited to,
Kao’s 1991 Response Letter and Kao’s 2011 Response Letter) was labeled as a trade secret or as
confidential information, Kao USA Inc. maintains an ongoing assertion of confidentiality and
asks that EPA preserve the confidentiality of the documents and information provided in
accordance with the Confidentiality Laws and Regulations (as said terms are used and referenced
in Kao’s 1991 Response).

Please note that any further information or communication with respect to this matter
should be directed to Richard La Jeunesse, Graydon Head & Ritchey LLP, 1900 Fifth Third
Center, 511 Walnut Street, Cincinnati, OH 45202.

ATTACHMENT B: INFORMATION REQUEST

1. State the full legal name, address, telephone number, position(s) held by, and tenure
of the individual(s) answering any of the questions below on behalf of Andrew
Jergens Company (“Jergens? or the “Company”).

Response:  Dennis Ward
Regional Executive Officer,
Vice President, Legal and General Counsel, Americas and Secretary
Kao USA Inc.
2535 Spring Grove Avenue
Cincinnati, Ohio 45214
Phone: 513-455-5348
Fax: 512-263-7348
dennis.ward@kao.com

Gary Manning
Compliance Specialist — Environmental,
Safety & Quality
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Kao USA Inc.

2535 Spring Grove Avenue
Cincinnati, Ohio 45214
Phone: 513-455-7917
gary.manning@kao.com

Identify the individuals who are or were responsible for environmental matters at the
Company’s facility located at 99 W. Verdugo Ave., Burbank, CA (the “Facility”).
Henceforth, the term “Facility” shall be interpreted to include both the real property
at 99 W. Verdugo Ave., Burbank, CA and any improvement thereto. For each
individual responsible for environmental matters, provide his/her full name, current
or last known address, current or last known telephone number, position titles, and
the dates each individual held such position.

Response: Responsive information has already been provided. Please refer to Kao’s
2011 Response Letter and documents responsive to Request Nos. 14, 15, and 16.

Explain the Company’s present operational status (e.g., active, suspended, defunct,
merged, dissolved, etc.).

Response: Kao USA Inc., formerly known as Kao Brands Company, and formerly
known as The Andrew Jergens Company (“Kao”), is an active company incorporated
in Delaware. The company has changed names several times.

Provide the date the Company was incorporated, formed, or organized. Identify the
state in which the Company was incorporated, formed, or organized.

Response: Kao USA Inc., formerly known as Kao Brands Company, and formerly
known as The Andrew Jergens Company, was incorporated on May 10, 1971 in the
State of Delaware.

Identify the business structure (e.g., sole proprietorship, general partnership, limited
partnership, joint venture, corporation, etc.) under which the Company currently
exists or operates and identify all former business structures under which it existed or
operated since its inception.

Response: Kao USA Inc., formerly Kao Brands Company, formerly The Andrew
Jergens Company, is a corporate entity.

For each business structure under which the Company has existed or operated at the
Facility, provide the corresponding dates that it existed or operated under that
business structure, the name(s) it used, and the Facility addresses at which it operated
or was otherwise located.

Response: The first eight of the buildings which comprised the Facility were
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10.

constructed in 1920 by Carbassemo Products, a partnership consisting of Andrew
Jergens, founder of The Andrew Jergens Company, and another individual. The
partnership dissolved within a year and the facility became part of The Andrew
Jergens Company. The Andrew Jergens Company, an Ohio corporation, merged
with The Andrew Jergens Company, a Delaware corporation, in May of 1971. The
Andrew Jergens Company was renamed Kao Brands Company on September 7,
2004. The Company changed its name to Kao USA Inc. on January 3, 2012. Neither
of these name changes resulted in any change in ownership. For further information,
please refer to Kao’s 1991 Response Letter and documents responsive to Request
Nos. 2, 3, 18, 19, and 20 and to Kao’s 2011 Response Letter and documents
responsive to Request No. 2.

Provide a copy of the articles of incorporation, partnership agreement, articles of
organization, or any other documentation (together with any amendments)
demonstrating the particular business structure under which the Company has existed
or operated since its inception.

Response: Responsive information has already been provided. Please refer to Kao’s
1991 Response Letter and documents responsive to Request Nos. 21-22 and to Kao’s
2011 Response Letter and documents responsive to Request No. 2.

If the Company is or was operating under a fictitious business name, identify the
fictitious name and the owner(s) of the fictitious name, and provide a copy of the
Fictitious Business Name Statement filed with the county in which the Company is
or was doing business.

Response: Kao USA Inc. filed a fictitious business name statement in 1998;
however, the Facility ceased operations in 1992. Therefore, Kao was not operating
the Facility under a fictitious name.

Identify and explain any-and all sales of the Company’s assets if the sale represented
a sale of substantially all of the Company’s assets.

Response: There has been no sale of all or substantially all of Kao USA Inc.’s assets
since the Company was incorporated in May of 1971.

Identify and explain any investments by the Company in other businesses,
companies, or corporations equating to 5% or more of that other business, company,
or corporation from the formation of the Company to the present.

Response: After performing a diligent search of company records and directing
inquiries to company personnel most likely to have relevant information, Kao has
determined that this information is not readily available and would take considerable
further time to obtain and assemble. If the requested information is essential to your
investigation, please notify the referenced Kao representative and we will work
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11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

toward getting further information to you as quickly as practicable.

List the names, titles, telephone number(s), and current or last known addresses of all
individuals who are currently or were officers and/or owners of the Company during
any time that the Company was operating at the Facility, regardless of the business
structure under which the Company is or was operated. Provide documentation of
both the percentage of each individual’s current or former ownership interest in the
Company and the time period(s) during which he/she held this ownership interest.

Response: Responsive information has already been provided. Please refer to Kao’s
1991 Response Letter and documents responsive to Request No. 22. The Company
ceased operating at the Facility in 1992,

Identify the dates the Company, under any of its current or former business
structures, owned the Facility. Provide a copy of the title documentation evidencing
the Company’s ownership of the Facility.

Response: Responsive information has already been provided. Please refer to Kao’s
1991 Response Letter and documents responsive to Request No. 3. Subsequent to
Kao’s 1991 Response Letter, the Company razed the buildings, removed the
underground storage tanks, and sold the Facility some time after 1996.

For any period of time in which the Company, under any of its current or former
business structures, owned the Facility, provide the name, address, and phone
number of any tenant or lessee. Provide a copy of each lease, rental agreement, or
any other document that establishes the Company’s relationship to any other
operators at the Facility.

Response: Responsive information has already been provided. Please refer to Kao’s
1991 Response Letter and documents responsive to Request No. 5,

Provide the dates that the Company, under any of its current or former business
structures, operated at the Facility.

Response: Responsive information has already been provided. Please refer to Kao’s
1991 Response Letter and documents responsive to Request No. 3 and to Kao’s 2011
Response Letter and documents responsive to Request No. 3.

For any period of time in which the Company, under any of its current or former
business structures, operated at, but did not own, the Facility, provide the name,
address, and phone number of the Facility’s owner. Provide a copy of each lease,
rental agreement, or any other document that establishes the Company’s relationship
to the real property owner during the Company’s occupancy of the Facility.

Response: Kao did not operate at the Facility prior to ownership. For further
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16.

17.

18.

information, please refer to Kao’s 1991 Response Letter and documents responsive 10
Request Nos. 2, 3, 4, and 5.

Identify any individual or entity that owned or operated the Facility prior or
subsequent to the Company. For each prior or subsequent owner or operator, further
identify:

a. The dates of ownership/operation

b. The nature of prior or subsequent operations at the Facility;

c. All evidence showing that the prior or subsequent owner or operator controlled
access to the property; and

d. All evidence that a hazardous substance, pollutant, or contaminant was released
or threatened to be released at the Facility during the period of prior or
subsequent ownership or operation.

Response: For questions 16(a) through 16(d), please refer to Kao’s 1991 Response
Letter and documents responsive to Request Nos. 3, 4, and 5.

Provide a complete list of employees who had knowledge of the use of hazardous
substances and disposal of wastes at the Facility during any or all of the period of
time that the Company operated at or was otherwise associated with the Facility. For
each employee listed, provide the following information:

a. The employee’s full name

b. The employee’s current or last known address and telephone number, including
the last known date on which you believe each address and telephone number
was current

c. The dates that the employee worked at the Facility

d. The position(s) the employee held under any of the Company’s business
structures

e. The employee’s job title(s) and the corresponding dates during which the
Company believes that the employee would have had knowledge of the use and
disposal of wastes

Response: Responsive information has already been provided. Please refer to Kao’s
2011 Response Letter and documents responsive to Request No. 14.

Describe the size of the Facility, the approximate number of people employed by the
Company at the Facility, and the product(s) manufactured or services performed by
the Company at the Facility. Describe any significant change in Facility size, the
number of employees, or the products manufactured over time.

Response: For information relating to the size and operation of the facility, please
refer to Kao’s 1991 Response Letter and documents responsive to Request Nos. 2
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19.

20.

and 6 and to Kao’s 2011 Response Letter and documents responsive to Request No.
3. Until it ceased operations in November of 1992, the Facility was used for the
production of bar soap, personal care lotions, creams, and other cosmetic items,
production methods for which consisted of batch blending of waxes, ethanol (in
limited concentrations), glycerin, fatty alcohols, sodium hydroxide (in limited
concentrations), fragrances, and water. After performing a diligent search of
company records and directing inquiries to company personnel most likely to have
relevant information, Kao was unable to determine the approximate number of
people employed by the Company at the Facility.

If any substance containing chromium as a component (“chromium-related
substances™) was utilized in any of the Company’s operations at the Facility, provide
a complete description of those operations. Indicate the approximate volume of
chromium or chromium-related substances used per month at the Facility, the dates
chromium or chromium-related substances were used, and the storage and disposal
practices in effect during the Company’s operations at the Facility for materials
containing chromium. Include documentation evidencing the Company’s use of
chromium or chromium-related substances.

Response: Responsive information has already been provided. Please refer to Kao’s
2011 Response Letter and documents responsive to Request Nos. 4-5.

Provide a scaled map of the Facility that includes the locations of significant
buildings and features. Indicate the locations of any maintenance shops, machine
shops, degreasers, liquid waste tanks, chemical storage tanks, and fuel tanks. Provide
a physical description of the Facility and identify the following:

a. Surface structures (e.g., buildings, tanks, containment and/or storage areas, etc.);

b. Subsurface structures (e.g., underground tanks, sumps, pits, clarifiers, etc.);

c. Groundwater and dry wells, including drilling logs, date(s) of construction or
completion, details of construction, uses of the well(s), date(s) the well(s)
was/were abandoned, depth to groundwater, depth of well(s) and depth to and of
screened interval(s);

d. Past and present stormwater drainage system and sanitary sewer system,
including septic tank(s) and subsurface disposal field(s);

€. Any and all additions, demolitions or changes of any kind to physical structures
on, under or about the Facility or to the property itself (e.g., excavation work),
and state the date(s) on which such changes occurred; and

f.  The location of all waste storage or waste accumulation areas as well as waste
disposal areas, including but not limited to dumps, leach fields, and burn pits.

Response: Responsive information has already been provided. Please refer to Kao’s
1991 Response Letter and documents responsive to Request Nos. 6 and 13 and to
Kao’s 2011 Response Letter and documents responsive to Request No. 4(1).
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21.

22.

23.

24,

25.

Provide copies of hazardous material business plans and chemical inventory forms
(originals and updates) submitted to city, county, and state agencies for the Facility.

Response: In Kao’s 2011 Response Letter, Kao provided responsive permit
information in answering Request No. 11. That is the extent of available records.

Provide a list of all chemicals and hazardous substances used at the Facility,
identifying the chemical composition and quantities used. Provide copies of Material
Safety Data Sheets for all hazardous substances used.

Response: Responsive information has already been provided. Please refer to Kao’s
1991 Response Letter and documents responsive to Request No. 11.

Identify and provide the information below for all substances containing chromium,
including but not limited to chromate compounds, which are or were used at, or
transported to, the Facility:

a. The trade or brand name, chemical composition, and quantity used for each
chemical or hazardous, substance and the Material Safety Data Sheet for each
product;

b. The location(s) where each chemical or hazardous substance is or was used,
stored, and disposed of;,

c. The kinds of wastes (e.g., scrap metal, construction debris, motor oil, solvents,
waste water), the quantities of wastes, and the methods of disposal for each
chemical, waste, or hazardous substance;

d. The quantity purchased (in gallons), the time period during which it was used,
and the identity of all persons who used it; and

e. The supplier(s), and provide copies of all contracts, service orders, shipping
manifests, invoices, receipts, canceled checks, or any other documents pertaining
to the supply of chemicals or hazardous substances.

Response: Responsive information has already been provided. Please refer to Kao’s
2011 Response Letter and documents responsive to Request No. 5.

Provide copies of all environmental data or technical or analytical information
regarding soil, water, and air conditions at or adjacent to the Facility, including, but
not limited to, environmental data or technical or analytical information related to
soil contamination, soil sampling, soil gas, sampling, geology, water (ground and
surface), hydrogeology, groundwater sampling, and air quality.

Response: Responsive information has already been provided. Please refer to Kao’s
1991 Response Letter and documents responsive to Request No. 7.

Identify, and provide the following information for, all groundwater wells that are
located at the Facility:
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26.

27.

28.

a. A map with the specific locations of the Facility groundwater wells;

b. Date the Facility groundwater wells were last sampled;

c. List of all constituents that were analyzed during groundwater sampling events;
and

d. All groundwater sampling results, reports of findings, and analytical data.

Response: Responsive information has already been provided. Please refer to Kao’s
1991 Response Letter and documents and drawings responsive to Request Nos. 6(a),
6(b), and 7 and to Kao’s 2011 Response Letter and documents responsive to Request
No. 5(g). Additionally, groundwater monitoring wells were installed as part of soil
remediation that took place on the site between 1995 and 1996. A No Further Action
letter was issued August 2, 1996. Please see Kao’s response below to Attachment D,
Request No. 9 for more information.

Identify, and provide all groundwater data upgradient, downgradient, and on the
Facility that you possess or have access to, including, but not limited to:

a. A map with the specific locations of the groundwater wells;

b. Date the groundwater wells were last sampled;

c. List of all constituents that were analyzed during groundwater sampling events;
and

d. All groundwater sampling results, reports of findings, and analytical data.

Response: Responsive information has already been provided. Please refer to Kao’s
1991 Response Letter and documents and drawings responsive to Request Nos. 6(a),
6(b), and 7 and to Kao’s 2011 Response Letter and documents responsive to Request
No. 5(g).

Identify all insurance policies held by the Company from the time it commenced
ownership of or operations at the Facility until the present. Provide the name and
address of each insurer, the policy number, the amount of coverage and policy limits,
the type of policy, and the expiration date of each policy. Include all comprehensive
general liability policies and “first party” property insurance policies and all
environmental impairment insurance. Provide a complete copy of each policy.

Response: Responsive information through the date of Kao’s 1991 Response Letter
has already been provided. Please refer to Kao’s 1991 Response Letter and
documents responsive to Request No. 16. As set forth above, the Facility ceased
operations in 1992,

Provide copies of any applications for permits or permits received for the Facility
under any local, state, or federal environmental laws and regulations, including any
waste discharge permits, such as national pollutant discharge elimination system
permits,
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29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

Response: Responsive information has already been provided. Please refer to Kao’s
2011 Response Letter and documents responsive to Request No. 11.

If the Company discharged any of its waste stream to the sewer at the Facility,
provide copies of all permits and all analyses performed on discharged water, and
identify all locations where waste streams were discharged.

Response: Responsive information has already been provided. Please refer to Kao’s
1991 Response Letter and documents responsive to Request No. 14.

For cach waste stream generated at the Facility, describe the procedures for (a)
collection, (b) storage, (c) treatment, (d) transport, and (e) disposal of the waste
stream,

Response: Responsive information has already been provided. Please refer to Kao’s
1991 Response Letter and documents responsive to Request No. 14.

Please provide a detailed description of all pre-treatment procedures performed by
the Company on its waste streams at the Facility prior to transport to a disposal site.

Response: Responsive information has already been provided. Please refer to Kao’s
1991 Response Letter and documents responsive to Request No. 14.

Please describe the method used by the Company to remove waste streams from
sumps at the Facility.

Response: Some responsive information has been provided. Please refer to Kao’s
1991 Response Letter and documents and drawings responsive to Request Nos. 6(a)
and 6(b). To the extent additional information is requested, after performing a
diligent search of company records and directing inquiries to company personnel
most likely to have relevant information, Kao has discovered no additional
information responsive to this request.

Please identify all wastes that were stored at the Facility prior to shipment for
disposal. Describe the storage procedures for each waste that was stored prior to
disposal.

Response: Responsive information has already been provided. Please refer to Kao’s
1991 Response Letter and documents responsive to Request No. 11(d).

Please identify all leaks, spills, or other releases into the environment of any
hazardous substances or pollutants or contaminants that have occurred at or from the
Facility. In addition, identify and provide supporting documentation of:
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35.

36.

37.

a. The date each release occurred;

b. The cause of each release;

¢. The amount of each hazardous substance, waste, or pollutant or contaminant
released during each release;

d. Where each release occurred and what areas were impacted by the release; and

e. Any and all activities undertaken in response to each release, including the
notification of any local, state, or federal government agencies about the release.

Response: Responsive information has already been provided. Please refer to Kao’s
1991 Response Letter and documents responsive to Request No. 12. Additionally,
soil remediation took place on the site between 1995 and 1996. A No Further Action
letter was issued August 2, 1996. Please see Kao’s response below to Attachment D,
Request No. 9 for more information.

Provide copies of any correspondence between the Company and local, state, or
federal authorities concerning the use, handling, or disposal of hazardous substances
at the Facility, including but not limited to any correspondence concerning any of the
releases identified in response to the previous question.

Response: Responsive information has already been provided. Please refer to Kao’s
1991 Response Letter and documents responsive to Request Nos. 11(h) and to Kao’s
2011 Response Letter and documents responsive to Request Nos. 12. Additionally,
soil remediation took place on the site between 1995 and 1996. No Further Action
Letters were issued by the City of Burbank Fire Department on March 23, 1996, by
the California Water Quality Control Board on August 2, 1996, and by EPA Region
IX on December 31, 1996. Related correspondence is attached hereto.

Provide all information that the Company may possess or have access to that
indicates that chromium and the hexavalent chromium-containing substances used at
the facility have not reached groundwater.

Response: Kao has no information regarding the use of chromium or hexavalent
chromium being used in its operations. Please refer to Kao’s 2011 Response Letter
and documents responsive to Request Nos. 5 and 10. Further, prior to the sale and
redevelopment of the Facility, all underground storage tanks were removed by 1996.
A No Further Action letter was issued by the California Regional Water Quality
Control Board on August 2, 1996. The No Further Action letter indicated that the
soil did not pose a continuing threat to ground water quality. Please see Kao’s
response below to Attachment D, Request No. 9 for more information.

SUPPLEMENTAL QUESTIONS TO APRIL 7, 2011
EPA 104(E) INFORMATION REQUEST LETTER

With regard to Question 2 of EPA’s April 7, 2011 104(e) Information Request Letter,
which requested a description of the current and former relationship between Kao
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38.

39.

1.

Brands Company, The Andrew Jergens Company, and Andrew Jergens Co., please
provide the dates and nature of any mergers, acquisitions, assumptions of assets, or
agreements regarding historical or future liabilities. Also include any contracts, leases
or partnerships between the parties listed above and the dates within which these
relationships existed. Please provide any documents supporting this description,
including documents supporting the partial response given to Question 2 in Kao
Brands Company’s June 16, 2011 response letter.

Response: The Andrew Jergens Company was formed and began operating the
Facility in May of 1971. Thc Andrew Jergens Company was renamed Kao Brands
Company on September 7, 2004. The Company changed its name to Kao USA Inc.
on January 3, 2012. Neither of these resulted in any change in ownership; both were
merely name changes. There are no contracts, leases or partnerships between the
parties. For further information, please refer to Kao’s 1991 Response Letter and
documents responsive to Request Nos. 3, 18-20.

With regard to Question 11 of EPA’s April 7, 2011 104(e) Information Request
Letter, provide all compliance testing results for all waste streams exiting the Facility
regardless of whether or not related to chromium or chromium containing products.

Response: After performing a diligent search of company records and directing
inquiries to company personnel most likely to have relevant information, Kao USA
Inc. has discovered no information responsive to this request.

With regard to injection wells at the FFacility, please provide any information on the
well number, permit number, location, period of use and other details, maps or as-
built drawings that provide information regarding the injection of chemicals or the
pumping of groundwater related to injection wells.

Response: Please refer to Kao’s 2011 Response Letter and documents responsive to
Request Nos. 11 for all available information with respect to permits for the facility.
In addition, please refer to the Facility site map and drawings responsive to this
request was provided in Kao’s 1991 Response Letter in response to Request Nos.
6(a), 6(b), and 6(c) for the locations of all wells, underground storage tanks, and
equipment. Please also refer to Kao’s 2011 Response Letter and documents and
drawings responsive to Request Nos. 4(1) and 5(f). Based on the information
provided, particularly to Request No. 6(c) in Kao’s 1991 Response Letter, no
injection wells are located at the Facility.

ATTACHMENT C: INFORMATION REQEUST FOR METAL FINISHERS

Identify those individuals who provided the knowledge, information and documents
used to prepare the response to these questions. Include the full name, current title
and duties, as well as past titles and duties, current address and telephone number,
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and tenure for each individual providing an answer for any of these questions.

Response; Operations at the Andrew Jergens facility in San Fernando Valley did not
include any plating or other metal finishing’s operations. Therefore, we do not have
any responsive information.

2. Please describe, in detail and in narrative fashion, the plating and other metal
finishing operations (as defined in Attachment A), and metal finishing equipment at
the Facility, and changes to the metal finishing operations and associated equipment,
since the beginning of the Company’s operations at the Facility. Your response to
this question must include the following for all of the metal finishing equipment used
over time at the Facility:

a.
b.
c.

h.

Provide the dates that the metal finishing operations took place at the Facility;
Provide the dates that the metal finishing equipment was used at the Facility;
State the year(s) that the metal finishing equipment was installed, and identify
the specific equipment used in metal finishing operations;

Identify the type of metal finishing performed at the Facility and state whether
the metal finishing equipment utilized open or closed dipping tanks and
secondary containment structures;

Identify the substances that werc used in the metal finishing operations and
associated equipment, including but not limited to corrosion inhibitors, and
provide Material Safety Data Sheets (“MSDSs”) for all such substances;

State whether or not substances containing chromium, including but not limited
to chromate compounds, were ever used in the Company’s metal finishing
operations and metal finishing equipment;

Describe how the substances identified in 2.e. and 2.f., above, were used in the
metal finishing operations and metal finishing equipment, and identify the
locations where such substances were stored at the Facility;

State the quantities and years that the substances identified in 2.e. and 2.f,
above, were stored and used at the Facility;

If the Company was required to report the type and quantity of substances
identified in 2.e. and 2.f., above, to any federal or state agency or entity, provide
copies of all such reports;

Provide all maps, drawings, diagrams, plans, blueprints, photographs and flow
charts related to past and current metal finishing operations, metal finishing
equipment and associated piping showing the location of all metal finishing
equipment, clarifiers, dry wells, sumps, underground structures, piping and other
equipment that were ever connected to the metal finishing equipment;

Describe the waste streams generated by metal finishing operations and metal
finishing equipment;

State the volume and frequency of the mctal finishing waste materials discharged
from the metal finishing operations, and describe the waste storage methods for
the waste materials;



Mr. Andrew Taylor
February 19, 2013
Page 14

m. Describe how and where waste materials were released from the metal finishing
system; Provide copies of all analyses for substances containing chromium,
including' but not limited to chromate compounds, performed on the materials
used in the metal finishing equipment during metal finishing operations, and
discharged from the metal finishing equipment prior to disposal; and

0. Provide copies of all analyses for substances containing chromium, including but
not limited to chromate compounds in water, sludge or other substances
generated during metal finishing operations.

Response: Operations at the Andrew Jergens facility in San Fernando Valley did not
include any plating or other metal finishing’s operations. Therefore, we do not have
any responsive information.

3. If any substance containing chromium as a component, including but not limited to
chromate compounds, was utilized in any operations at the Facility since the
beginning of the Company’s operations at the Facility, provide a complete
description of those operations if not already described in your response to Question
2 above. Indicate the approximate volume of chromium or chromate compounds used
per month at the Facility, the period of time during which chromium or chromate
compounds were used, and describe the storage and disposal practices in effect for
materials containing chromium or chromate compounds.

Response: Operations at the Andrew Jergens facility in San Fernando Valley did not
include any plating or other metal finishing’s operations. Therefore, we do not have
any responsive information.

4. Please state the source of metal finishing materials used in the Company’s metal
finishing operations and metal finishing equipment since the beginning of the
Company’s operations at the Facility.

Response: Operations at the Andrew Jergens facility in San Fernando Valley did not
include any plating or other metal finishing’s operations. Therefore, we do not have
any responsive information.

5. Please describe where the Company disposed of materials used in the Facility’s metal
finishing operations and metal finishing equipment since the beginning of the
Company’s operations at the Facility

Response: Operations at the Andrew Jergens facility in San Fernando Valley did not
include any plating or other metal finishing’s operations. Therefore, we do not have
any responsive information.

6. State whether there have been any releases, or suspected releases, of substances
containing chromium, including but not limited to chromate compounds, to the
environment at and from the Facility and provide any document describing,
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10.

11.

evidencing or otherwise documenting such releases.

Response: Operations at the Andrew Jergens facility in San Fernando Valley did not
include any plating or other metal finishing’s operations. Therefore, we do not have
any responsive information.

State the number of tanks, including but not limited to “dipping tanks,” sumps and
clarifiers ever constructed at the Facility or connected to the Facility at any time.

Response: Operations at the Andrew Jergens facility in San Fernando Valley did not
include any plating or other metal finishing’s operations. Therefore, we do not have
any responsive information.

State the number of tanks, including but not limited to “dipping tanks,” sumps and
clarifiers ever constructed at the Facility or connected to the Facility at any time.

Response: Operations at the Andrew Jergens facility in San Fernando Valley did not
include any plating or other metal finishing’s operations. Therefore, we do not have
any responsive information.

Provide copies of all analyses performed on the soil and groundwater at the Facility,
including but not limited to analyses performed on the soil and groundwater beneath
and surrounding the tanks identified in Question 7, above. Provide copies of all
investigation reports related to those analyses.

Response: Operations at the Andrew Jergens facility in San Fernando Valley did not
include any plating or other metal finishing’s operations. Therefore, we do not have
any responsive information.

Were substances containing chromium, including but not limited to chromate
compounds, ever pumped, drained, discharged, injected and/or released to the tanks
identified in Question 7, above?

Response: Operations at the Andrew Jergens facility in San Fernando Valley did not
include any plating or other metal finishing’s operations. Therefore, we do not have
any responsive information.

Provide all documentation, drawings, diagrams, plans, blueprints, photographs, and
flow charts that discuss or depict channels, pits, underground storage tanks,
aboveground storage tanks, ponds, drywells, sumps, clarifiers and any other
aboveground or underground structures used for storage or disposal since the
beginning of the Company’s operations at the Facility.

Response: Operations at the Andrew Jergens facility in San Fernando Valley did not
include any plating or other metal finishing’s operations. Therefore, we do not have
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12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

any responsive information.

Describe how the Company used thc channels, pits, underground storage tanks,
aboveground storage tanks, ponds, drywells, sumps, clarifiers and any other
aboveground or underground structures used for storage or disposal identified in
Question 11, above.

Response: Operations at the Andrew Jergens facility in San Fernando Valley did not
include any plating or other metal finishing’s operations. Therefore, we do not have
any responsive information.

Were substances containing chromium, including but not limited to chromate
compounds, ever pumped, drained, discharged, injected and/or released to the
channels, pits, underground storage tanks, aboveground storage tanks, ponds,
drywells, sumps, clarifiers and any other aboveground or underground structures
used for storage or disposal identified in Question 11, above?

Response: Opcrations at the Andrew Jergens facility in San Fernando Valley did not
include any plating or other metal finishing’s operations. Therefore, we do not have
any responsive information.

Identify and provide copies of any documentation of any hazardous waste-related tax
paid by the Company related to any facility from which waste was sent to an off-site
disposal facility, and identify the dates upon which you paid such taxes, including but
not limited to a description of whether such tax(es) were local, state or federal and
the specific regulations under which you were required to pay the tax(es).

Response: Operations at the Andrew Jergens facility in San Fernando Valley did not
include any plating or other metal finishing’s operations. Therefore, we do not have
any responsive information.

List and provide copies of all federal, state, county, city and all other local permits,
licenscs, and/or registrations and their respectivé permit numbers issued concerning
the Facility and the storage, use, and discharge of substances containing chromium,
including but not limited to chromate compounds, including but not limited to
permits and correspondence related to Publicly Owned Treatment Works (“POTW?),
Los Angeles County permits and licenses, and California Air Quality Management
District permits and licenses. Your response must include all compliance testing
results for all waste streams exiting the Facility.

Response: Operations at the Andrew Jergens facility in San Fernando Valley did not
include any plating or other metal finishing’s operations. Therefore, we do not have

any responsive information.

State whether the Company has or had a permit or permits issued under the Resource
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17.

18.

19.

20.

Conservation and Recovery Act (“RCRA?”) for the Facility or Facilities. If the answer
is “yes,” identify all such permits, including but not limited to the dates of issuance
and a general description of the process permitted. Provide copies of all such permits.

Response: Operations at the Andrew Jergens facility in San Fernando Valley did not
include any plating or other metal finishing’s operations. Therefore, we do not have
any responsive information.

Provide the names, addresses and telephone numbers of any individuals, including
former and current employees, who may be knowledgeable of the Company’s
operations with respect to substances containing chromium, including but not limited
to chromate compounds and other hazardous substance, waste or pollutant or
contaminant handling, storage and disposal practices at the Facility.

Response: Operations at the Andrew Jergens facility in San Fcrnando Valley did not
include any plating or other metal finishing’s operations. Therefore, we do not have
any responsive information.

Provide the names, addresses and telephone numbers of any individuals, including
former and current employees, who may be knowledgeable of the Company’s
operations with respect to substances containing chromium, including but not limited
to chromate compounds and other hazardous substance, waste or pollutant or
contaminant handling, storage and disposal practices at the Facility.

Response: Operations at the Andrew Jergens facility in San Fernando Valley did not
include any plating or other metal finishing’s operations. Therefore, we do not have
any responsive information.

Provide the names of and contact information, including addresses and telephone
numbers, for companies and/or individuals that owned the property at the time that
the metal finishing operations and metal finishing equipment were used at the
Facility.

Response: Operations at the Andrew Jergens facility in San Fernando Valley did not
include any plating or other metal finishing’s operations. Therefore, we do not have
any responsive information.

For each prior or subsequent owner or operator identified in your response to
Question 19, further identify all evidence that a hazardous substance, pollutant, or
contaminant containing chromium was released or threatened to be released at the
Facility during the period of prior or subsequent ownership or operation.

Response: Operations at the Andrew Jergens facility in San Fernando Valley did not
include any plating or other metal finishing’s operations. Therefore, we do not have
any responsive information.
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ATTACHMENT D: INFORMATION REQUEST FOR FACILITIES

THAT HAVE UTILIZED COOLING SYSTEMS

1. Identify those individuals who provided the knowledge, information and documents
used to prepare the response to these questions. Include the full name, current title
and duties, as well as past titles and duties, current address and telephone number,
and tenure for each individual providing an answer for any of these questions.

Response:  Dennis Ward

Regional Executive Officer, Vice President, Legal and
General Counsel, Americas and Secretary

Kao USA Inc..

2535 Spring Grove Avenue

Cincinnati, Ohio 45214

Phone: 513-455-5348

Fax: 512-263-7348

dennis.ward@kao.com

Gary Manning

Compliance Specialist — Environmental,
Safety & Quality

Kao USA Inc.

2535 Spring Grove Avenue

Cincinnati, Ohio 45214

Phone: 513-455-7917
gary.manning@kao.com

Please describe, in detail and in narrative fashion, the cooling systems and cooling

towers used at the Facility, and changes to the cooling systems and cooling towers,
since the beginning of the Company’s operations at the Facility. Your response to
this question must include the following for all of the cooling systems used over time
at the Facility:

a.
b.
c.

Provide the dates that the cooling systems were in operation at the Facility;
Provide the dates that the cooling towers were in operation at the Facility;

State the year(s) that the cooling towers were constructed, and identify the
materials of which the towers were constructed (e.g. metal, wood, etc.);

Identify the type of cooling system and state whether the cooling systems were
“open recirculating cooling systems” or “closed recirculating cooling systems”;
Identify the substances that were used in the cooling systems and cooling towers,
and in the water circulated within the cooling systems and cooling towers,
including but not limited to corrosion inhibitors, and provide Material Safety
Data Sheets (“MSDSs”) for all such substances;

State whether or not substances containing chromium, including but not limited
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to potassium dichromate, were ever used in the Company’s cooling systems and
cooling towers;

g. Describe how the substances identified in 2.e. and 2.f., above, were used in the
cooling systems and cooling towers, and identify the locations where such
substances were stored at the Facility;

h. State the quantities and years that the substances identified in 2.e. and 2.f,
abovc, were stored and used at the Facility;

i. If the Company was required to report the type and quantity of substances
identified in 2.¢. and 2.f., above, to any federal or state agency or entity, provide
copies of all such reports;

J.  Provide all maps, drawings, diagrams, plans, blueprints, photographs and flow
charts related to past and current cooling systems, cooling towers and associated
piping showing the location of all cooling towers, percolation pits, dry wells,
sumps, underground structures, piping and other wells that were ever connected
to the cooling system including but not limited to cooling water blowdown from
cooling towers;

k. Describe the waste streams generated by operation of the cooling systems and
cooling towers;

1. State the volumc.and frequency of the cooling water blowdown discharged from
the cooling system, and describe the waste storage methods for the blowdown,;

m. Describe how and where cooling tower purge steam was released from the
cooling system;

n. Provide copies of all analyses for chromium performed on the water prior to use
in the cooling systems and cooling towers, during use in the cooling systems and
cooling towers, and discharged from the cooling system and cooling towers; and

0. Provide copies of all analyses for chromium in air emitted from the cooling
systems and cooling towers.

Response: Responsive information has already been provided. Please refer to Kao's
2011 Response Letter and documents responsive to Request No. 4.

3. If any substance containing chromium as a component (“chromium-related
substances™) was utilized in any operations at the Facility since the beginning of the
Company’s operations at the Facility, provide a complete description of those
operations if not already described in your response to Question 2 above. Indicate the
approximate volume of chromium or chromium-related substances used per month at
the Facility, the period of time during which chromium or chromium-related
substances were used, and describe the storage and disposal practices in effect for
materials containing chromium.

Response: Responsive information has already been provided. Please refer to Kao’s
2011 Response Letter and documents responsive to Request Nos. 4 and 5.

4. Please state the source of water used in the Company’s cooling systems and cooling
towers since the beginning of the Company’s operations at the Facility.
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Response: Responsive information has already been provided. Please refer to Kao’s
2011 Response Letter and documents responsive to Request No. 6.

5. Please describe where the Company disposed of water used in the Facility’s cooling
systems and cooling towers since the beginning of the Company’s operations at the
Facility.

Response: Responsive information has already been provided. Please refer to Kao’s
2011 Response Letter and documents responsive to Request No. 7.

6. State whether there have been any releases, or suspected releases, of substances
containing chromium, including but not limited to potassium dichromate, to the
environment at and from the Facility and provide any document describing,
evidencing or otherwise documenting such releases.

Response: Responsive information has already been provided. Please refer to Kao’s
1991 Response Letter and documents responsive to Request Nos. 12-13 and to Kao’s
2011 Response Letter and documents responsive to Request No. 4.
7. State the number of pits, including but not limited to “condensation pits,” “percpits,”
“percolation pits,” “discharge pits,” “dry wells,” and “septic pits” ever constructed at
the Facility or connected to the Facility at any time.

Response: A Facility site map and drawings responsive to this request was provided
in Kao’s 1991 Response Letter in response to Request Nos. 6(a) and 6(b). Please
also refer to Kao’s 2011 Response Letter and documents and drawings responsive to
Request Nos. 4(1) and 5(f).

8. Describe how the Company used the pits identified in Question 7, above.

Response: The pits were used for sump and other industrial purposes as indicated on
the drawings previously provided. With respect to the releases described in to Kao’s
1991 Response Letter and documents responsive to Request No. 12, the releases did
not occur in any subsurface disposal system, floor drain, sump, or dry well, inside or
under any building located at the facility. Please refer to Kao’s 1991 Response Letter
and documents responsive to Request No. 13.

9. Provide copies of all analyses performed on the soil and groundwater at the Facility,
including but not limited to analyses performed on the soil and water beneath and
surrounding the pits identified in Question 7, above. Provide copies of all
investigation reports related to those analyses.

Response: Responsive information has already been provided. Please refer to Kao’s
1991 Response Letter and documents responsive to Request No. 7. Additionally,
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10.

11.

12.

13.

petroleum hydrocarbons were discovered in samples taken from the sidewall during
excavation and removal of the underground storage tanks located at the Facility. The
soil was subsequently remediated and a No Further Action letter was issued by the
California Regional Water Quality Control Board on August 2, 1996. EPA Region
IX and the California Regional Water Quality Control Board issued a joint No
Further Action Letter dated December 31, 1996. The reports and correspondence
with the local, state, and federal entities are attached hereto.

Were subsiances containing chromium ever pumped, drained, discharged, injected
and/or released to the pits identified in Question 7, above?

Response: After performing a diligent search of company records and directing
inquiries to company personnel most likely to have relevant information, Kao brands
has discovered no evidence that any substances containing chromium were ever
pumped, drained, discharged, injected, or released to the pits identified in Question 7.
Please refer to Kao’s 2011 Response Letter and documents responsive to Request
No. 5(a).

Provide all documentation, drawings, diagrams, plans, blueprints, photographs, and
flow charts that discuss or depict channels, pits, underground storage tanks,
aboveground storage tanks, ponds, drywells, sumps and any other aboveground or
underground structures used for storage or disposal since the beginning of the
Company’s operations at the Facility.

Response: A facilily site map and drawings responsive to this request was provided
in Kao’s 1991 Response Letter in response to Request Nos. 6(a) and 6(b). Please
also refer to Kao’s 2011 Response Letter and documents and drawings responsive to
Request Nos. 4(1) and 5(f).

Identify and provide copies of any documentation of any hazardous waste-related tax
paid by the Company related to any facility from which waste was sent to an off-site
disposal facility, and identify the dates upon which you paid such taxes, including but
not limited to a description of whether such tax(es) were local, state or federal and
the specific regulations under which you were required to pay the tax(es).

Response: Responsive information has already been provided. Please refer to Kao’s
2011 Response Letter and documents responsive to Request No. 10.

List and provide copies of all federal, state, county, city and all other local permits,
licenses, and/or registrations and their respective permit numbers issued concerning
the Facility and the storage, use, and discharge of substances containing chromium,
including but not limited to permits and correspondence related to Publicly Owned
Treatment Works (“POTW?™), Los Angeles County permits and licenses, and
California Air Quality Management District permits and licenses. Your response
must include all compliance testing results for all waste streams exiting the Facility.
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Response: Responsive information has already been provided. Please refcr to Kao’s
2011 Response Letter and documents responsive to Request No. 11.

14.  State whether the Company has or had a permit or permits issued under the Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act (“RCRA”) for the Facility or Facilities. If the answer
is “yes,” identify all such permits, including but not limited to the dates of issuance
and a gencral description of the process permitted. Provide copies of all such permits.

Response: Responsive information has already been provided. Please refer to Kao’s
2011 Response Letter and documents responsive to Request No. 13.

15.  Provide the names, addresses and telephone numbers of any individuals, including
former and cuirent employees, who may be knowledgeable of the Company’s
operations with respect to chromium, potassium dichromate, and other hazardous
substance, waste or pollutant or contaminant handling, storage and disposal practices
at the Facility.

Response: Responsive information has already been provided. Please refer to Kao’s
2011 Response Letter and documents responsive to Request No. 14.

16.  Provide the names, addresses and telephone numbers of all individuals, including
former and current employees, who may be knowledgeable of the cooling system(s)
and cooling towers used at the Facility and all changes to the cooling system(s). Your
response must include personnel that regularly maintained and repaired cooling
systems at the Facility since the beginning of the Company’s operations at the
Facility.

Response: Responsive information has already been provided. Please refer to Kao’s
2011 Response Letter and documents responsive to Request No. 15.

17.  Provide the names of and contact information, including addresses and telephone
numbers, for companies and/or individuals that owned the property at the time that
the cooling systems and cooling towers were used at the Facility.

Response: Please refer to Kao’s 1991 Response Letter and documents responsive to
Request Nos. 3 and 4 for the names of companies that owned the property at the time
that the cooling systems and cooling towers were used at the Facility. Current
contact information for Kao USA Inc. has been provided.

In formulating these responses please appreciate that The Andrew Jergens Company
operated the Facility until 1992, after which point it was decommissioned. By 1995, all the
buildings on the site had been demolished and the underground storage tanks were removed.
After the underground storage tanks were removed, a No Further Action Letter was issued by the
California Water Quality Control Board (“Board”) on August 2, 1996, in which the Board
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recognized that the soil at the Facility did not pose a continuing threat to groundwater quality.
No volatile organic compounds were reported. Subsequently, EPA Region IX and the California
Water Quality Control Board issued a joint No Further Action Letter to The Andrew Jergens
Company dated December 31, 1996 (“1996 EPA NFA Letter”). The 1996 EPA NFA Letter
stated that “[The Andrew Jergens Company would] not be asked by the U.S. EPA or the
Regional Board to participate in regional groundwater projects currently planned for San
Fernando Valley.” Further, it states on the EPA Region IX website:

“[T]he entities who received the ‘No-Further-Action’ letters will not be asked
by EPA or the RWQCB to participate in regional ground-water cleanup
projects currently planned for the San Fernando Basin Superfund Sites.
These entities are no longer part of the EPA Superfund process for the San
Fernando Basin sites, and the RWQCB and EPA plan no further action at
these facilities.”

The Andrew Jergens Company is then listed among the No Further Action Letter
recipients.

Sometime between 1996 and 2002, the Facility was broken into multiple parcels,
redeveloped, and sold. Because all of the original buildings and structures were removed over
17 years ago and because Kao no longer owns the Facility, available information responsive to
EPA’s most recent request is limited. To the extent of our actual knowledge and ability, all
available responsive information has been provided.

This concludes the response of Kao USA Inc. to the foregoing request.
Sincerely,
KAO USA INC.

By: /)&Mu‘a /e ﬁ%»d

Title: Regional Executive Officer,
Vice President, Legal and General
Counsel, Americas and Secretary
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Enclosures: | 1.

No Further Action Letter from the City of Burbank Fire Department
to EMCON dated March 26, 1996

a.) Letter from City of Burbank to Andrew Jergens Company dated July
11,1995

b.) Workplan for Additional Site Investigation and Remediation
submitted by EMCON on behalf of The Andrew Jergens Company to the
City of Burbank Fire Department dated September 20, 1995

c.) Letter from the City of Burbank to The Andrew Jergens Company
dated October 31, 1995

d.) Remedial Action Plan for Additional Site Remediation submitted by
EMCON on behalf of The Andrew Jergens Company to the City of
Burbank Fire Department dated December 13, 1995

e.) Letter from City of Burbank to EMCON dated December 21, 1995

f.) Letter from EMCON to the City of Burbank Fire Department dated
December 26, 1995

g.) Letter from EMCON on behalf of The Andrew Jergens Company to
the City of Burbank Fire Department dated February 21, 1996

h.) Letter from City of Burbank Fire Department to The Andrew Jergens
Company dated October 2, 1991

i.) Letter from The Andrew Jergens Company to the City of Burbank Fire
Prevention Bureau dated October 14, 1991

No Further Action Letter from the California Water Quality Control
Board Los Angeles Region to The Andrew Jergens Company dated
August 2, 1996

a.) Letter from California Regional Water Quality Control Board to
EMCON dated July 28, 1995

No Further Action Letter from EPA Region IX and the California
Water Quality Control Board Los Angeles Region to The Andrew
Jergens Company dated December 31, 1996

4047328.5
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CITY OF BURBANK
353 EAST OLIVE AVENUE, BURBANK, CALIFORNIA 91502-1282

(818) 238-3473
FAX (818) 238-3483
FIRE DEPARTMENT
MICHAEL W. DAVIS
FIRE CHIEF
March 28, 1996

Ms. Sally W. Bilodeau, C.E.G.
Director of Hazardous Waste Services
EMCON

3300 North San Fernando Boulevard
Burbank, CA 91504

RE: FINAL CLOSURE - FOR CLARIFIER AND TANKS 1 THROUGH 8 AS IDENTIFIED
BY ANDREW JERGENS, 99 WEST VERDUGO AVENUE, BURBANK

Dear Ms. Bilodeau:

This letter confirms the completion of site investigation and remadial action taken for the
above referenced underground storage tanks. Thank you for your cooperation
throughout this corrective action. (EMCON Additional Site Investigation and Remediation
for Former Andrew Jergens Facility, dated February 21, 1996)

With the provision that the information submitted to this office is accurate and is
representative of existing conditions, it is our position that no further action related to the
underground storage tank release is required at this time, as set forth in Title 23 CCR,
Chapter 16, Article 11. However, please be advised that this letter does not relieve you
of any liability under the California Health and Safety Code or Water Code for past,
present, or future operations at this site. Nor does it relieve you of the responsibility to
clean up existing, additional, or previously unidentified conditions at the site.

It is the owner's responsibility to notify this agency of any changes in report contents,

future contamination findings or site usage that may require site characterization and/or
mitigation.
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Jergens (Cont'd)
March 26, 1996
Page 2

If you have any questions, contact Inspector Josef R. Solares at (818) 238-3473.

~ Michael W. Davis
Chief of Fire Department

By &am‘ml %ggm Nl ég_‘)}
Josef R. Solares, Inspector

Underground Storage Tank Unit

cc:  Mr. Anthony J. Scrudato, The Andrew Jergens Company
- Mr. Dennis Ward, The Andrew Jergens Company
Mr. Gregory A. Cunningham, The Andrew Jergens Company
Mr. Al Novak, Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board
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CITY OF BURBANK

353 EAST OLIVE AVENUE, BURBANK, CALIFORNIA 91502-1282
(818) 238-3473

FAX (818) 238-3483

FIRE DEPARTMENT

MICHAEL W. DAVIS
FIRE CHIEF

March 29, 1996

Ms. Sally W. Bilodeau, C.E.G.
Director of Hazardous Waste Services
EMCON

3300 North San Fernando Boulevard
Burbank, CA 91504

N

RE: FINAL CLOSURE - FOR TANKS 5 THROUGH 8 AS IDENTIFIED BY ANDREW
JERGENS, 99 WEST VERDUGO AVENUE, BURBANK, CA

Dear Ms. Bilodeau:

This letter confirms the completion of site investigation and remedial action taken for the above
referenced underground storage tanks. Thank you for your cooperation throughout this
corrective action. (EMCON Additional Site Investigation and Remediation for Former Andrew
Jergens Facility, dated February 21, 1996)

With the provision that the information submitted to this office is accurate and is representative
of existing conditions, it is our position that no further action related to the underground storage
tank release is required at this time, as set forth in Title 23 CCR, Chapter 16, Article 11.
However, please be advised that this letter does not relieve you of any liability under the
California Health and Safety Code or Water Code for past, present, or future operations at this
site. Nor does it relieve you of the responsibility to clean up existing, additional, or previously
unidentified conditions at the site.

It is the owner’s responsibility to notify this agency of any changes in report contents, future
contamination findings or site usage that may require site characterization and/or mitigation.
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99 W. Verdugo Avenue
Page 2
March 29, 1996

If you have any questions, contact Inspector Josef R. Solares at (318) 238-3473.

Michael W. Davis
Chief of Fire Department

Josef R/So ,» Inspector
‘Undexrgrptnd Storage Tank Unit

ce:  iMr, Asihony J. Scrudato, The Andféw Jérgéns Comipany
Mr. Dennis Ward, The Andrew Jergens Company
Mr. Gregory A. Cunningham, The Andrew Jergens Company
Mr. Al Novak, Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board
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CITY OF BURBANK

353 EAST OLIVE AVENUE, BURBANK, CALIFORNIA 91602-1282
(818} 953-8777
FAX NO. (818) 853-8788 (£

FORE D PARIML NI Z‘ZfJ7 L/ 73
July 11, 1995 | |
g a2 1p.30

Mr. Bob Summerville

ANDREW JERGENS COMPANY
2535 Spring Grove Ave
Cincinnati, Ohio 45214

SUBRJECT: 99 WEST YERDUGQ AVENUE
SITE CHARACTERIZATION/INVESTIGATION

Dcar Mr. Summerville: 7 awmi 7

This office has reviewcd the underground storage closure report dated April 10, 1995, submitted
by your consultant (JACK K. BRYANT ENGINEER). Based on the information submitted, we
concur with the findings of your consultant. The data collected indicates that an unauthorized
release of hydrocarbon based contaminates has occurred from tanks 5, 6, and 8 with the soils
surrounding tank 4 also cffected. v A

Thercfore, you are to submit a work plan, by August 9, 1995, to investigate and define the
vertical and horizontal cxtent of contamination surrounding tanks 5, 6, 8 and/4 identified during
the fank removal project. Your work plan should include, but not be limited 10, the following:

SITE INFORMATION;
Filing of thc Underground Storage Tank Unauthorized Release (Leak)/Contamination Site

Report.
List any previous business activilies. Give name, address, and phone number of any
landiord/lessor, '

AT :

Identify, on a scaled facility map, all potential sources for contamination, past and preseat.
Examples include transfer and use areas including tanks and piping.

SITE SOILS AND GEOLOGY:
Provide background peological data for the area. Use EPA or State Department of Health
Services guidelines.

1. Provide rationale for the number and Jocation of borings. Plot on facility map.

2. Provide reasons for proposed depth of each boring if less than the generally required
depth of SO feet. Additional depths may be required if ground water is encountered or
if there is obvious contamination in the boring. Provide a Contingency Plan to extend
svil test borings beyond the fifty foot depths.

@Dl-ﬂiﬂﬂ o7t Tarylias pape”
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3. Identify proposed construction methods for borings.
4, Log all borings to provide characteristics of unconsolidated material per Unified Soil

Classification System as well as all other appropriate information.

N

Provide a sampling plan (o include equipment and procedures for collection and handling
of geologic materials. A sampling interval of 5 feet, each change in lithology or changes '
in observed contamination is required starting at just below surface or surface covering.

6. Comply with chain of custody procedures. Discrete, undisturbed samples will be taken,
sealed, and transported 1o the.laboratory for analyses within 24 to 48 hours of sampling.
Samples submitted for laboratory analyses are not to be used for field screening.

7. The proposed laboratory must be State Department of Health Service registered for each
analytical procedure specified. EPA Methods 8020 (B.T.X.E.), EPA Method 8015
(Total Petroleurn Hydrocarbons, Diesel), EPA Method 418.1 (Total Recoverable
Petroleum Hydrocarbon) and EPA Method 8010 (Halogenated Volatile Organic) for
borings associated with the former location of tanks 5,6,8, and tank 4 are required.
Supplement with Methods necessary for any site chemical, past and present.

8. At a minimum, EPA sample holding times and conditions must be observed.

9. EPA practical quantitalion limits ( 5 to 10 wag for selected VOC) are required.
Analytical resuits must indicate detection limits and whether a chemical potentially exists
{tracc).

10, Mimmum laboratory QA/QC requirements include field and reagent blanks, calibration
check standards, matrix spiked and duplicates with spiking concentrations, total
recoverables, and laboratory quality control samples.

GROUNDWATER (11 YDROGEQLOGY):

Ground water must be sampled if any boring cncounters a saturatcd zone, Site specific
exception may be made with approval from the State Water Resources Quality Control Board,
Los Angeles Region.

1, Provide a contingency plan for conversion of borings that encounter saturated 2ones to
ground water sampling wells. This should include permitting and well design,
construction, and development specifications.

2. Provide protocols for field analysis, water ‘sampling, handling and transport.

K} Qbserve appropriate EPA Methods and Series Methods for analyzing water samples.
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1.

Submit a copy of the results of any previous subsurface investigation conducted at the
site.

Submit a work plan, to define the vertical and horizontal cxtent of contamination.

Submit a time schedule. The proposed activities must be completed within 6 to 8 weeks
of plan approval.

A California Registered Geologist or Civil Engineer or Centified Engineering Geologist
with five years soils or hydrogeologic experience shall direct and conduct these
investigations and properly sign off the final report to be accepted and approved.

Prepare and submit a Site Health and Safety Plan (SHSP).

Lxcavated soils may be a hazardous waste and are got suitable for fill material or
disposal on-site. Contaminated soils must be manifested, transported, and disposed of
pursuant to chapter 6.5, California Health and Safety Code, unless evidence presented
indicates that disposal is proper at a less restricted facility. Copies of completed
manifests or other appropriate evidence indicating legal disposal shall be submitted to this
office.

If you have any qucstions regarding this matter, plcase contact Inspector Joscf R. Solares at
(818) 238-3475.

Thank you for your cooperation.

Michacl W. Davis
Chief of Fire Department

----

ccl

Josef B, Sptares, Inspcctor
Und und Tank Unit

Mr. Al Novak, State Water Resources Control Board, Los Angeles Region
Mr. Kwang Lee, Staic Watcr Resources Contro! Board, Los Angeles Region

Jergens.795
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September 20, 1995
Project 2349-600.001

Inspector Josef R. Solares
Underground Tank Unit

City of Burbank Fire Department
353 East Olive Avenue

Burbank, Californta 91502-1282

Re: Workplan for Additional Site Investigation and Remediation
Former Andrew Jergens Facility
99 West Verdugo Avenue, Burbank, California

Dear Inspector Solares:

EMCON, on behalf of the Andrew Jergens Company (Jergens), is submitting this
workplan for additional investigation and remediation at the former Jergens facility at
99 West Verdugo Avenue, in Burbank, California (Figure 1). This workplan is being

submitted in response to Jergen's request and to a letter from the City of Burbank Fire
Department (CBFD) dated July 11, 1994.

BACKGROUND

The site is located within the City of Burbank and is bordered by Verdugo Avenue to the
southeast, Flower Street to the southwest, and by Olive Street and the Southern Pacific
Railroad tracks to the northwest and southwest, respectively. The approximately 4.9 acre
site was formerly occupied by a facility owned and operated by Jergens from the 1920s
until 1992. The facility was used to manufacture soap and associated products and has
been decommissioned. The buildings have been demolished (Figures 2 and 3).

SITE DIVESTMENT ACTIVITIES

Tank Closure

The report prepared by Jergen’s former consultant, Jack K. Bryant Engineers, Inc.
(J.K. Bryant) documents the excavation and removal of eight underground storage tanks
(USTs) from the site during February and March of 1995 (J.K. Bryant, July 6, 1995).
This report was submitted by J.K. Bryant to the CBFD on behalf of Jergens. The
following discussion is summarized from the J.K. Bryant report.

BBU:ERGENSWOO\WPEK O00555.DOC-95\see: 1
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On February 16, 1995, { tanks | through 4 and associated product line piping were
excavated and removed.! Soil samples collected from the base of the excavation of
tanks 1, 2, and 3 did not contain detectable concentrations of total recoverable petroleum
hydrocarbons (TRPH) using U.S. EPA Method 418.1 or benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene,
and total xylenes (BTEX) using U.S. EPA Method 8020 (Table 1). Soil samples collected
from beneath tank 4 did not contain detectable concentrations of TPH or total extractable
petroleum hydrocarbons using U.S. EPA Method 8015M. Samples collected beneath the
product lines associated with tank4 were reported to be impacted with TRPH
concentrations ranging from 53 to 76 milligrams per kilogram (mg/kg).

The soil from the excavation of tanks 1, 2, and 3 was stockpiled at the southeastern corner
of the site (Figure3). The soil was initially segregated into two separate stockpiles, and
were subsequently consolidated into one stockpile. Grab samples designated as
stockpile #1 and #2 were collected from the two original stockpiles, and a third sample
was later collected from the stockpile of consolidated material (Plastic lined #1). The
highest concentration of TPH reported for a stockpile sample was 680 mg/kg (Table 1). It

is EMCON’s understanding that the soil excavated during the removal of tank 4 was used
as backfill of the tank 4 excavation.

On March 8 and 22, 1995, four USTs (tanks 5 through 8) were excavated and removed
from the north-central portion of the site (Figure 2). Soil samples collecied beneath
tanks 5, 6, and 8 were reported to be impacted with TRPH concentrations ranging from
16,000 to 35,000 mg/kg (Table 1). Soil excavated during the removal of tank 5 was

stockpiled and covered with polyethylene sheeting, and the tank 5, 6, 7, 8 excavation was
backfilled the excavated soils. ‘

Well Abandonment

On February 24, 1995, EMCON provided oversight of the abandonment of three vadose
zone monitoring wells located on the site. The former well locations are shown on
Figure 3. The well abandonment was performed using a truck-mounted, hollow-stem
auger drill rig to overdrill each well to at least the total depth of the well and remove the
well materials including well casing, well screen, sand pack, and seal. The well located
between the former diesel USTs and the former clarifier was approximately 7.5 feet deep,
with 5 feet of screen and 2 feet of blank casing. The wells near the former ethanol UST

-{emi=d> were approximately 40 feet deep, with 35 feet of screen and 5 feet of blank.
casing.

Upon removal of the well materials, the boreholes were backfilled with either bentonite
grout or Enviroplug to approximately | foot below grade. The well materials and rinseate

BBUERGENS\WGORAWPEKO00555.DOC-95\see: |
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water from deconning the augers were contained in 55-gallon DOT-approved drums. The
drums were labeled with the materials contained and the date generated, and were stored
onsite pending characterization and disposal.

Preliminary Site Assessment Activities

In February and March, 1995, EMCON conducted a preliminary site assessment to
delineate the extent of soil impacted by petroleum hydrocarbons associated with the
former aboveground and underground storage tanks (tanks 4 through 8), sump, and
clarifier. On February 24, 1995, soil boring EB-1, located in the vicinity of the former
aboveground gasoline tank (tank 4), was drilled to a depth of approximately 15 feet below
grade (Figured). This work was conducted by Jergens in response to a request from a
potential buyer of the property. Soil samples were collected at 5 foot depth intervals
labeled, and transported under proper chain-of-custody documentation in a chilled
container to a state-certified analytical laboratory. The samples were analyzed for TPH as
gasoline by U.S. EPA Method 8015 (Modified). TPH was not detected at concentrations
above the laboratory method reporting limit in samples collected from the boring EB-1

(Table 2). The analytical report and chain-of-custody documentation are presented in
Attachment 3.

On April 28, 1995, soil borings B-1 through B-3 were drilled in the vicinity of the tank 5,
6, 7, and 8 excavation. The boring locations are illustrated on Figure 2, and the boring
logs are included in Attachment4. Soil samples from borings B-1 through B-3 were
collected at approximately 5-foot depth intervals and analyzed for hydrocarbon scan/fuel
characterization and BTEX by U.S.EPA Methods 8015 (Modified) and 8020,
respectively. No TPH or benzene concentrations were reported at concentrations above
method reporting limits in the soil samples (Table 2).

Borings B-4 and B-5 were drilled at the location of the former clarifier and sump. Soil
samples collected from borings B-4 and B-5 were analyzed for hydrocarbon scan/fuel
characterization, volatile organic compounds, base neutral/acid semivolatile organic
compounds (semi-VOCs), semivolatiles, hexavalent chrome, and pH. This work was
conducted by Jergens in response 1o a request from a potential buyer of the property. The
analytical methods used are listed on the analytical reports presented in Attachment 4.
Concentrations of TPH, VOCs, semi-VOCs, and hexavalent chromium were not detected
in the soil samples collected from boring B-5 (Table 2). Concentrations of TPH of 3,000
and 1,800 mg/kg were detected in the soil samples collected from boring B-4 at depths of
5 and 10 feet, respectively. Trace concentrations of three VOCs were also detected in

these samples. These results indicate that hydrocarbons are present in the soil in the
vicinity of the former clarifier.

BBUAERGENSWORWPEKO00555.DOC- 95\ e:1
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The field procedures for drilling and sampling soil borings EB-1, and B-1 through B-5 are
included in Attachment 2. The analytical results and chain-of-custody documentation are
included in Attachments 3 and 4. The analytical results are summarized in Table 2.

Soil Disposal

A total of approximately 350 cubic yards of soil was generated during the removal of
tanks 1, 2, and 3. The soil was stockpiled on site and covered with plastic sheeting
pending final characterization (J.K. Bryant, July 6, 1995).

On March 8, 1995, EMCON personnel collected 19 soil samples, SP-1 through SP-19,
from this stockpile (Figure 3). The samples were collected approximately 2 feet below the
stockpile surface and were retained in 4-ounce glass jars, sealed with Teflon lined plastic
caps, labeled with the date, depth, sampler’s initials and sample identification number. The
soil samples were also field screened for VOCs by headspace analysis using a
photoionization detector (PID) calibrated to 100 parts per million by volume (ppmv)
isobutylene gas. At each sample location, approximately 200 grams of soil was placed in a
sealable plastic bag. - After the soil was allowed to equilibrate for approximately 2
minutes, the probe tip of the PID was inserted into the bag. Elevated vapor
concentrations were not detected in the nineteen samples that were screened.

The samples were then placed in a chilled insulated container, and delivered to Golden
State/CAS, a state-certified analytical laboratory, along with appropriate chain-of-custody
documentation. The soil samples were analyzed for TPH as gasoline and diesel by
U.S. EPA Method 8015 (Modified), and for BTEX by U.S. EPA Method 8020. In
addition, the sample with the highest TPH was analyzed for total lead by U.S. EPA

Method 3050/6010. The certified analytical reports and chain-of-custody documentation
are presented in Appendix 5.

On June 29, 1995, EMCON, on behalf of Jergens, submitted an application to the
Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) for a waste discharge requirements
(WDR) permit. The application discussed that the approximately 350 cubic yard stockpile
had been generated during the tank 1, 2, and 3 excavation, and that EMCON proposed to
backfill the tank excavation with these soils. The application included a discussion of the
soil sampling and the analytical results. The application was submitted to the RWQCB as
required by the RWQCB Order 91-93, “General Waste Discharge Requirements for
Discharge of Non-Hazardous Contaminated Soils and Other Wastes in Los Angeles River
and Santa Clara River Basins”, also known as WDRs. On July 28, 1995, the RWQCB
issued a WDR for use of the stockpiled soils as backfill material at the site (Attachment 6).
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On August 24, Erin O’Connell of EMCON notified Josef Solares of the CBFD that the
WDR had been obtained from the RWQCB, in response to the CBFD letter’s “Additional
Requirements” Number 6 requesting that appropriate evidence indicating legal disposal of
the excavated soils be submitted to the CBFD (CBFD, July 11, 1995). The CBFD was

also notified that EMCON would be preparing the workplan for additional investigation
and remediation.

On September 7, Inspector Solares and Erin O'Connell of EMCON met at the CBFD
offices to discuss the site history and the proposed workplan. Inspector Solares agreed to
review the field procedures and analytical results for the above work if it was presented in
the requested workplan. Inspector Solares also stated that the submittal of this workplan
was overdue and that the CBFD was preparing to write Jergens another letter.
Ms. O'Connell said that the workplan would be submitted to Jergens for their review

during the week of September 11, and that Jergens would be notified that the CBFD was
expecting the workplan.

PROPOSED WORKPLAN

The workplan for additional investigation and remediation of the site includes drilling and
sampling of one additional soil boring in the tank 5, 6, and 8 location to determine the
depth of impacted soils. If the impacted soils are within approximately 30 feet of the
existing grade, the soils will be excavated and stockpiled. Confirmation soil samples will
be collected on the base of the excavation and along the sidewalls. In addition, the
impacted soils beneath the former clarifier location will be excavated. The proposed work
will be conducted consistent with the CBFD closure guidelines (Method #2, Post Removal
Procedures). A representative of the CBFD will be notified of the start date and time of

the field activities associated with this workplan at least 48 hours prior to starting the
work.

Task 1 - Prefield Activities

On behalf of Jergens, EMCON will contract with and schedule an excavator and operator
to excavate the impacted soils beneath tanks 5, 6, 7, and 8, and the clarifier (Figures 2
and 3). EMCON will also obtain a Rule 1166 Monitoring permit from the South Coast
Air Quality Management District. In addition, EMCON will also notify the City of
Burbank Fire Department prior to conducting the field work.

BBUVERGENS\WGORWPEK 000555 DOC-95\see: 1
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Task 2 - Preparation of Site Health and Safety Plan

A site-specific health and safety plan for the proposed work has been developed and is
included in Attachment7. A copy of the plan will be present on site during the field
activities.

Task 3 - Field Activities

One soil boring, EB-2, will be drilled to an approximate depth of 40 feet in the footprint of
the tank 5, 6, and 8 excavation. Soil samples will be collected at 5-foot depth intervals.
The drilling and sampling procedures used will be the same as previously referenced in
Anachment 2. The samples will be analyzed for hydrocarbon scan/fuel characterization
and BTEX. The samples will not be analyzed for VOCs or CAM Metals as the seven
samples previously collecied in the vicinity did not contain detectable concentrations of
VOCs or CAM Metals greater than the total threshold limit concentrations (TTLCs).

EMCON will oversee and direct the excavation of the impacted soils beneath tanks 5, 6,
and 8, and the clarifier, to the total depth of impacted soils or a maximum depth of
approximately 30 feet below ground surface. EMCON will perform Rule 1166 air
monitoring during the excavation work consistent with the South Coast Air Quality
Management District guidelines. EMCON will collect up to 10 soil samples from the
sidewalls and base of the tank excavation and up to 3 soil samples from the sidewalls and
base of the clarifier excavation. EMCON will segregate the impacted soils and clean soils
using the air monitoring, respectively, and place the impacted soils on Visqueen plastic.
The stockpiles will also be covered with Visqueen plastic.

The confirmatory soil samples collected from the tank 5, 6, and 8 excavation will be
analyzed for hydrocarbon scan/fuel characterization and BTEX. Rule 1166 monitoring
will be conducted during the excavation activities. Photographs of the excavation,
sampling, and stockpiling activities will be taken. The stockpiles will be sampled and
anatyzed for characterization and disposal.

Task 4 - Tank 1, 2, and 3 Excavation Backfill

The tank 1, 2, and 3 excavation has been open since February 1995. Six samples (1A, 1B,
2A, 2B, 3A, and 3B), collected beneath tanks 1, 2, and 3, did not contain detectable
concentrations of TRPH (Table 1). Six additional samples (WTN, WTS, MTN, MTS,
ETN, and ETS) did not contain detectable concentrations of TPH (Table 1). The CBFD
leter dated July 11, 1995 did not request additional work in the vicinity of this excavation.
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EMCON, on behalf of Jergens, proposes to backfill this excavation. The approximately
350 cubic yards of soil stockpiled adjacent to the excavation have been approved by the
RWQCB as suitable materials for backfill and the WDR permit is included in
Attachment 6. Additional soils will be imported from off site as needed to backfill the
excavation to the approximate current grade.

Task 5 - Tank 5, 6, and 8 Excavation Backfill

The analytical results of the samples collected from the stockpiles generated during the
excavation, will be used to characterize these soils for disposal. If the soils meet the
CBFD and RWQCB requirements for use as on-site backfill, the soil will be used as
backfill for the tank 5, 6, and 8 excavation. If the analytical results are such that the soils
must be transported and disposed of off site, manifests or other documentation of
appropriate disposal will be submitted to the CBFD in the summary report.

Task 6 - Preparation of Summary Report

EMCON will prepare a report summarizing the site history, field activities, and analytical
results, and present conclusions and recommendations for the site. This report will include
site maps showing soil sample, boring, and excavation locations. The report will also

include the chain-of-custody documentation and certified analytical reports from the
laboratory.

This workplan has been prepared consistent with current and generally accepted
environmental consulting principles and practices that are within the limitations described
in Attachment 8. The proposed schedule for this workplan is included in Attachment 9. If

you have any questions or require additional information, please contact Erin O’Connell at
(818) 841-1160, ext. 316.

Sincerely,
EMCON
GOl =
Erin K. O’Connell Sally W. Bilodeau
Project Geologist Director of Hazardous Waste Services
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Attachments:  References
Table 1 - Summary of Soil Analytical Results - Petroleum Hydrocarbons
and BTEX

Table 2 - Summary of Soil Analytical Results - Soil Borings

Table 3 - Summary of Soil Analytical Results - Metals

Table 4 - Summary of Soil Analytical Results - Volatile Organic
Compounds

Figure 1 - Site Location Map

Figure 2 - Former UST Locations and Soil Sample Locations - Western
Portion of Site
Figure 3 - Former UST Locations and Soil Sample Locations - Eastern
Portion of Site
Attachment 1 - Boring Logs EB-1, and B-1 through B-5
Attachment 2 - Drilling and Sampling Procedures '
Attachment 3 - Boring EB-1 Analytical Results and Chain-of-Custody
Documentation
Attachment 4 - Boring B-1 through B-5 Analytical Results and Chain-of-
Custody Documentation
Attachment 5 - Stockpile Sample Analytical Report and Chain-of-
Custody Documentation
Attachment 6 - Waste Discharge Requirements Permit Dated July 28,
1995
Attachment 7 - Health and Safety Plan
Attachment 8 - Limitations
Attachment 9 - Proposed Site Activity Schedule
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TABLE 1
Summary of Soil Analytical Results
Petrolenm Hydrocarbons and BTEX
The Andrew Jergens Facility
99 West Verdugo, Burbank, California

Extructable Petroleum Hydrocarbon Finger Print .
TPH TPH C8-C12 C13-C23 C24-C40 Ethyl. Total Tetal
Sample Sample Sample (Gas) {Dicadd) TRPH | TPH (Total} | (Gasoline} {(Diesel) (Motar Oll) | Benzene | Toluene | benzene | Xylenes Lend
[ Dote | Depth | (mgKe) | (mgke) |(myKe)| (mgKe) | (mgke) | (ngke) | myke) | ngKe) | (mgKe) | @yke | eugke) | (m
EPA Method 8015m 8015m 418.1 8015M 8020 (BTEX) 3050/6010
[Method Reporting Limit (MRL) 0.1 10 10 10 | 10 { 10 | 14 0005 | 0005 | 0008 | 0.015 5 Lab
1A 216195 15 - - ND - - - - ND ND ND ND - ‘STS
iB 216195 15 - - ND - - - - ND ND ND ND - STsS
2A 2/16/95 15 - - ND - - - - ND ND ND ND - STS
2B 2/16/95 17 - - ND - - - - ND ND ND ND - STS
JA 2/16/95 15 - - "ND - - - - ND ND ND ND - STS
k1] 2/16/95 16 - - ND - - - - ND ND ND ND - STS
4A 211695 20 - - - ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND - 5TS
4B 21695 20 - - - ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND - STS
5A 2/16/95 8 - - ND - - - - ND ND ND ND - STS
5B 2/16/95 & - - ND - - - - ND ND ND ND - STS
5C 241693 8 - - ND - - - - ND ND ND ND - STS
5D 216495 8 - - ND - - - - ND ND ND ND - STS
SE 2/16/95 8 - - ND - - - ND ND ND ND - STS
5F 2416495 8 - - 76 - - - - ND ND ND ND - STS
3G 2/16/95 8' - - 53 - - - - ND NI ND ND - STS
SH 2/16/95 8 - - ND - - - - ND ND ND ND - STS
51 2/16/95 8 - - ND - - - - ND ND ND ND e STS
5] 2/16/95 8 - - 57 - - - - ND ND ND ND - STS
5K 2/16/95 8 - - ND - - - - ND ND ND ND - STS
[ 2/16/95 1 - - ND - - - - ND ND ND ND - STS
WTN 216195 - - ND - - - - - - - - - - CAS
WTS 2/16/95 - - ND - - - - - - - - - - CAS
MTN 2/16/95 - - ND - - - - - - - - - - CAS
MTS 2/16/95 - - ND - - - - - - - - - - CAS
ETN 216195 - - ND - - - - - - -~ - - - CAS
ETS 2/16/95 - - ND - - - - - - - - - - CAS
EB-1 2124095 I ND*## - - - - - - - - - - - CAS
EB-1 2724095 5 ND#**» - - - - - - - - - - - 7 cas
EB-1 2124195 10 ND#+» - - - - - - - - - - - CAS
EB-{ 2124195 15 ND#**+ - - — - - - - - - - - CAS
STOCKPILE#1 214195 - - - - 680 116 552 8 ND 0,025 0.029 .21 - STS
STOCKPILE#2 21485 - - - - 110 3 104 2 ND ND ND 0.13 - STS
PLASTICLINED 21485 - - . - -~ 230 29 195 2 ND ND 0.011 0.13 - STS
STOCKFPILE
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TABLE 1 /

Summary of Soil Analytical Results
Petroleum Hydrocarbons and BTEX
The Andrew Jergens Facility

99 West Verdugo, Burbank, California

Extractable Petrolcum Hydrocarbou Finger Print
TPH TPH : C8.C12 C13-.C23 C24-Ca0 Total
Sample Sample | Samnple {Gus) (Diesed) TRPH | TPH (Total) | (Gaseline) {Diesel) {MotorOll) | B Tol Lead
D Date Depth {m m;  (mg/Kg) | (mp'Kp) (mp'Kg) {mg/Kg) (mg/Kgy | (mp/Kg) | (mg/Kg) | (0
EPA Method 8015m 8015m 418.1 8015M 8020 (BTEX) 3050/6010
Method Reporting Limit (MRL) 0.1 10 10 10 T 0 | 10 | 10 0.005 | 0.005 | 0.005 | 0.015 5 Lab
TANK 3A 3/8/95 14.5' - - 35,000 2,800 660 6,100 3,000 ND 1.5 ND 5.4 - STS
TANK 5B 3/18195 13.5' - - 26,000 8,100 590 4,800 2,700 ND ND ND 0.34 - STS
TANK 6A 3/8/95 13.5 - - 19,000 - 7,600 580 4,600 2,500 i1 8.0 4.2 11 - TS
TANK 7 3295 8.5 - - ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND - STS
TANK 8 3722095 14’ - -~ 16,000 4,340 750 2,010 1,600 1.2 15 8.0 37.8 - STS
BA 3122195 a5 - - ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND - STS
8B 3722095 8.5 - - ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND - STS
SP-1 3/8/95 - NIX10} ND - - - - - ND{0.050) ND{0.050) NIX0.050) ND{0.050) - CAS
sP-2 3/8/95 - *14(10) **40 - - - - - ND{0.050) ND{0.050) NIX0.050) NIX0.050) - CAS
SP-3 3/8195 - NIX10) ND - - - - - ND{0.050) NDX0Q.050) NIX0.050) NIX0.050) - CAS
SP-4 3/8/95 - ND(10) 76 - - - - - ND(0.050) NIX0.050) NIX0.050) ND(0.050) 17 CAS
SP-5 318495 - ND(10) ND - - - - - NIX0.050) NIX0.050) NIX0.050) NDX0.050) - CAS
SP6 3/8/95 - NIX10) 454 - - - - - NIDX0.050) NIX0.050) NDX(0.050) NDX0.050) - CAS
Sp-7 3/8/95 - ND{(10) #*53 - - - - - ND(0.050) NIX0.050) NIX0.050) ND(0.050) - CAS
sP-8 318195 - NIX10) *+28 - - - - - NIX0.050) NIX0.050) NIX0.050) NEX0.050) - CAS
sp9 8195 ~ . ND(10) ND - - - - - ND(0.050) NIX0.050) NIX0.050) NDX0.050) - CAS
SP-10 8195 - NI(10} *5g6 - - - - - NIX0.050) NIX0.050) NIX0.050) NDX{0.050) - CAS
SP-11 /8/95 -~ NIX10) "8 - - - - - NIX0.050) ND(0.050) NIX0.050) NIX0.050) - CAS
SP-12 3/8/95 - NIX10) *40 - - - - - NIX0.050) NDX0.050) NIX0.050) ND(0.050) - CAS
SP-13 3/8/95 - ND(10) ND - - - - - ND(0.050) ND(0.050) NIX0.050) NIX0.050) - CAS
SP-14 318/95 - NI(L0) 47 - - - - - ND(0.050) NIX0.050) NIX0.050) ND(0.050) - CAS
SP-15 3/8/95 - ND(10) .28 - - - - - NIX0.050) NIX0.050) NIX0.050) NIX0.050) - CAS
SP-16 3/8/95 - NIX10) 50 - - - - - ND{0.050) ND(0.050) NIX0.050) NIX0.050) - CAS
SP-17 3/8/95 - NIX10) ND - - - - - NDX0.050) NIX0.050) NIX0.050) NIX0.050) - CAS
SP-18 3/8195 - NIX10) 035 - - - - - ND(0.050) NDX0.050) NEX0.050) NIDX{0.050) - CAS
Sp-19 3/8/95 - ND(10) - ND -~ - - - - ND(0.050) NIX0.050) NIX0.050) NIX0.050) - CAS
Notes:
ND = Not detected at or above the method reporting limt. Method reporting STS = Southland Technical Services, Inc.
Timit is reported above ualess specified in parenthesis. CAS = Columbia Analytical Services, Inc.
-- = Not analyzed TPH = Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons
* = Result indicates hydrocarboss detected in the time range of C4-C12, TRPH = Total Recoverable Petroleum Hydrocarbons
** = Result indicates hydrocarbons detected in the time range of C12-C24.
*** = Samples were analyzed for EPA Methods 5030/8015m.
QA/QC:
Print date 9/20/95

iVergens\TABLES. XLS
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Former Jergens Facility
99 W. Verdugo Avenue, Burbank, California

TABLE 2
Summary of Soil Analytical Results - Soil Borings

Ethyl- Total Semi-
Boring { Sample| Sample TPH-FC"| Benzene” | Toluene™ | benzene™” | Xylenes? voc® voC's¥ Hex

LD. Date | Depth (ft.)| (mg/Kg) | (mg/Kg) | (mg/Kg) | (mg/Kg) | (mg/Kg) (mg/Kg) (mp/Kg) cr® pH®
Method Detection Limit (MDL) 10 0.0005 0.0005 0.0005 0.002 i *o "2 NA
EB-1 2/24/95 I -- NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
2/24/95 h) - NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

2/24/95 10 - NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

2/24/95 15 - NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

B-1 4/28/95 5' -- - - - - NA NA NA NA
4/28/95 10 - - - - -- NA NA NA NA

4/28/95 15 - - - - = NA NA NA NA

4/28/95 20 - - - - - NA NA NA NA

4/28/95 2§ - - -- - - NA NA NA NA

4/28/95 30 - - - -- - NA NA NA NA

4/28/95 35 - - - - - NA NA NA NA

4/28/95 40 - - - - - NA NA NA NA

B-2 4/28/95 5 -- - - - - NA NA NA NA
4/28/95 10' - - - - - NA NA NA NA

4/28/95 15 - - -- - - NA NA NA NA

4/28/95 20' -- = - - - NA NA NA NA

4/28/95 25' - - -- - - NA NA NA NA

4/28/95 30' - - - - - NA NA NA NA

4/28/95 35' - - - -- - NA NA NA NA

4/28/95 40" - - - - - NA NA NA NA

B-3 4/28/95 5' - - - 0.0041 0.033 NA NA NA NA
4/28/95 10 NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS

4/28/95 15 - - -- 0.0028 0.027 NA NA NA NA

4/28/95 20 -- - - - - NA NA NA NA

4/28/95 25' -- -- -- -- - NA NA NA NA
9/20/95
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TABLE 2
Summary of Soil Analytical Results - Soil Borings

Former Jergens Facility

_ 99 W. Verdugo Avenue, Burbank, California

gorsm 02O
Ethyl. Total Semi-
Boring |Sample| Sample | TPH-FC| Benzene'” | Toluene” | benzene® | Xylenes® voCc® §26 0O vVOoC's¥ Hex
LD, Date | Depth (ft.)| (mp/Kg) | (mg/Kg) | (mg/Kg) | (m (mg/Kg) (mg/Kg) (mg/Kg) cr? pH®
Method Detection Limit (MDL) 10 0.0005 . 0.0005 0.0005 0.002 > b 2 NA
B3 4/28/95 30 g - - - - NA NA NA NA
(Cont)  4/28/95 35 - - - - - NA NA NA NA
4/28/95 40" - -- -~ -- - NA NA NA NA
Clarifier  4/28/95 5 3,000+ NA NA NA NA 3.7(tx) Trichlorofluoromethane - - 10.2
B-4 - e 4.3(tr) Xylenes, 50 Acetone
- 10 1,800* NA NA NA NA 46(tr) Acetone - - 8.6
Sump 4/28/95 5 - NA NA NA NA . . - 7.8
B-5 4/28/95 1¢ - NA NA NA NA - - -- 7.2
4/28/95 15 - NA NA NA NA -- - - 8.5
Notes:
Analyzed by Golden State/CAS Laboratories, Inc., Canoga Park, California
-- = Not detected at or above the method detection limit shown above.
NA = Not analyzed.
NS = Not sampled.
* = Hydrocarbon Range = C8->C30. The chromatogram indicates the presence of a hydrocarbon fill mixture eluting within the diesel and motor-oil range.
** = Various Method Detection Limits are reported. See Certified Analytical Results.
(1r) = Trace Level
(1) Hydrocarbon Scan/Fuel Characterization represents a hydrocarbon scan Cy thru Cyg hydrocarbons analyzed EPA Method Modified 8015/California DHS
LUFT Method.
(2) Analyzed using EPA Method 8020.
(3) Volatile Organic Compounds analyzed using EPA Method 8260.
(4) Base Neutral/Acid Semivolatile Organic Compounds analyzed using EPA Methods 3550/8270.
(5) Analyzed using EPA Method 9045.
(6) Analyzed using EPA Method 9060/7196A.
BB LVERGENS\TABLES.XLS 9720195




Priat date 9/20/95

TABLE3

Volatile Organic Compounds
The Andrew Jergeas Facility

Summary of Soil Analytical Results
99 West Verdugo, Burbank, Califomia

smaixmer] |0 soe nnmmmmm
wroua| -] 8222299
moviny] [<lows| £8282889
mpeseguapRl (niswe] 2222222
mmenl] [ofwe| 2292828
mpmmmirrl] [olsws] 22929282
wmpeirr| [olors] 8882889
smgsy| |nicwo mqummm
wmpasnpupyl nlswe| SRE2222
SmmpmLrrr| [dfees] 2882229
=gl [leed| 2222008
mesnnlTHNY (Besrs] 22222282
e mairell (Sleee] S§222228
iy (Rlese] B222288
memaglpn| e sumwmmm
piieracreml] Wows] £822008
M;&axﬂs.ﬂju wisnd] 2202288
g cewedumpqry (eisws] 2252228
Apermemariany) |olcee) 2222229
H— wmmear| [olows] 2922898
U oempemmrazi|Blelsws] £5522259
i —art o] 2282228
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3| cememwary jeisws) 2222222
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memaaty| [ 2288228
eyl (oiswsl 2222229
wpim) (nisws) 2222222
b ma syl (ojsees] 2202228
w——y (ejse) 2222222
e [wlsees] 2222222
wppumpi ey lniswe] 2222002
‘pummgeequdl (wismo] 2222290
weogg (Fsme) 22222282
wememug) [mlibe| 2222282
waepoargl [niosro] 2298222
mepmuaepeaad) (n[swe] 9222209
s B e nnmwmmm
mapainy) |glsws] 2920 1
ey Qe 228101
] |slene| 2229226
Bl 4 =222=32
|~
= =
2 =
1 § Bsasss
1R
H.w.n ¥| c@mdrw
Amw 3| Sog¥Ese
Blelg 3= mmmmm,.
AFE § FFF

ND = Not devected st or above the rethod report limit shown above.

* o Method detection Limit shown on secondary scale,

- = Not analyzed

Notes:
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_ TABLE 4
Summary of Soil Analytical Results
Metals
The Andrew Jergens Facility
99 West Verdugo, Burbank, California

CAM Metals
oy g g B = 5
g < B 2 o .E - b ’ ﬁ E £ =
a -] E B T 'E by - b
sl E(E| B2 8|25 |3 E8|2|3|35]|8 Bl g
Sample ID {Sample Date]  Depth < < 2 | m 161 ] .S =1l =1z 3 g1 & > N
EPA Method 7040 | 7060 | 7080 | 7090 | 7130 | 7190 | 7200 | 7210 | 7420 | 7470 | 7480 7520 ! 7740 | 7760 | 7840 | 7910 | 7950
Method Reporting Limit (MRL) 10 | 005] 50 | 285 | 25| 25| 251 25] 254{0011 501} 251005] 28] 258 10 2.5 Lab
TANKSA 3/8/95 14.5 45 ND 600 ND ND 18 32 32 11 002 ND 17 ND ND 54 40 39 STS
TANKSB 3/8/95 13.5 37 ND 660 ND ND 16 29 29 10 001 ND 14 ND ND 46 27 32 STS
TANKG6A 3/8/95 13.5 490 ND 930 ND ND 23 35 32 12 002 ND 15 ND ND 39 34 M2 STS
TANK 7 3/22095 85 50 ND 610 ND ND 104 95 138 85 ND ND 185 ND ND 55 295 43 STS
TANK 8 3/22/95 14 58 ND 620 ND ND 105 108 237 107 002 ND 212 ND ND 65 21.6 11 STS
8A 3/2295 8.5 53 ND 40 ND ND 10 88 20 84 ND ND 168 ND ND 37 222 82 STS
8B 3/22/95 8.5 55 ND 500 ND ND 11 83 28 82 ND ND 184 ND ND 54 322 40 STS
ND = Not detected at or above the method reporting limit shown above.
Print date 9/20/95
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ATTACHMENT 1
BORING LOGS EB-1, AND B-1 THROUGH B-5



LOG OF EXPLORATORY BORING

PROJECT NUMBER 2349-600.01 BORING NO. EB-1
PROJECT NAME Jergens PAGE 10OF1
BY Chris Bonds DATE 2/24/95 SURFACE ELEV. ft.
PID Blows/6" | Penatra- [ -
2 7Y P LITHO WELL
and or tion %{I‘: ﬁ: u GRAPHIC] DESCRIPTION DETAIL
Preasure g’&a 12 coLumn
(PSI) | blows 6" | O =< S
0.3 10 I . - .| SAND TO GRAVELLY SAND (SP), yellowish
10 | T brown (10YR, 5/6); 5% non plastic fines; 40%
19 [ SIS fine sand; 30% medium sand; 15% coarse sand;
B D 10% fine gravel; medium dense; moist; no odor.
- 1t
0.0 s [ 5 1111 SILTY SAND (SM), dark yellowish brown (10YR,
15 |1t 3/4); 10 non plastic fines; 70% fine sand; 20%
6 I 11f medium sand; trace of coarse sand; dense; moist;
B : no odor.
0.9 2 I 10—y || SILTY SAND TO SAND (SM-SP), yellowish brown ‘
19 T P (10YR, 5/6); 10% non plastic fines; 40% fine
n I i sand; 40% medium sand; 10% coarse sand; trace
i ; of fine gravel; dense; moist; no odor.
i 1t SILTY SAND (SM), yellowish brown (10YR, 5/6);
0.3 7 15 20% non plastic fines; 30% fine sand; 30%
18 T medium sand; 10% coarse sand; trace of fine
17 I gravel; dense; moist; no odor.
| _ ] BORING TERMINATED AT 15 FEET. TARGET
= ] DEPTH ATTAINED.
20

REMARKS

Drilled using continous-flight, hollow-stem anger equipment. Samples were collected every 5 feet using a modified
California split-spoon sampler equipped with brass liners and driven by a 140-1b down-hole hammer. Sample color was

. described using Munsell so1l color chart. The boring was converted into & 15-foot depth, 8-inch diameter, vadose-zone

groundwater monitoring well.




LOG OF EXPLORATORY BORING

low-plasticity fines; 70% fine; 10%
medium-grained sand; medium dense; damp; no
odor.

o

SAND with SILT (SP-SM), described on next page.

PROJECT NUMBER 2349-600.01 BORING NO. B-1
PROJECT NAME Andrew Jergens Company PAGE 1OF3
BY M. Kuncir DATE 4/28/95 SURFACE ELEV. NA ft.
PID Sample | Penetra- ; l -
Reading | Recove tion Sz Iz, i | LITHO HELL
ry Sug i rF |-J GRAPHIC] DESCRIPTION DETAILL
(Blows | 0> ‘f'ﬁ = | coLumn
( . “ xxW I0Z ‘ <
ppm) | (ft-in.) | per 6*) | @
- {1
- il
= — 13
S (i
B s RERE .
0.0 LS w I 5—gm |141|| SILTY SAND (SM), very dark grayish brown (10Y,
w [ AS N 3/2); 30% low-plasticity fines; 60% fine; 10%
s T R medium; trace coarse-grained sand, subangular to
B NERA RS subrounded; medium dense; damp; no odor.
R L
20 | Ls 6 I 10— 1 {:1]] @10 olive brown (2.5Y, 4/3); 35% low-plasticity
7 8 RENRED fines; 65% fine-grained sand; medium dense:
12 : nEE damp; no odor.
i “HitH
B i
- —s. 4
21 | Ls s 15]: 11] @15 light olive brown (2.5Y, 5/3); 20% non o
11011

20

REMARKS
@ Boring drilled 10 41 feet below grade (fbg) by Apex Drilling using a 8" dia. hollow-stem auger drill rig. Samples were

' ’ collected every 5 feet using & split-ring sampler driven by a 140 Ib. down-hole hammer. Boring backfilled 1o surface

with bentontte chips. No groundwater was encountered during driling.




Boring drilled 1o 41 feet below grade (fbg) by Apex Drilling using & 8" dia_ hollow-stem auger drill rig. Sampies were
collected every 5 feet using a split-ring sampler driven by & 140 Ib. down-hole hammer. Boring backfilled to surface
with bentonne chips. No groundwater was encouniered during drilling.

j
LOG OF EXPLORATORY BORING
PROJECT NUMBER 2349-600.01 BORING NO.  B-1
PROJECT NAME Andrew Jergens Company PAGE 20F3
BY M. Kuncir DATE  4/28/95 SURFACE ELEV, NA ft.
PID samle | penetra- Qg | - 35 LITHO- WELL
Reading |Recovery} tion | Zyd. b ! 3 lRAPHIG DESCRIPTION DETAIL
(Blows | 845 L~ = corum
X u::w i az lq:
(pom) | {ft-in.}| per M) | @72 1" HIG
6.6 1.5 15 L : D 1 SAND with SILT (SP-SM), light olive brown (2.5Y,
16" | v 5/4y; 10% non to low-plasticity fines; 70% fine;
19 ST 5% medium; 10% coarse-grained sand,
5 SRR subangular; 5% fine gravel {to 0.25" dia.),
= ] o subangular; dense; damp; no odor.
00 | 15 | 1o | =g, | saND Py, tight olive brown (2.5Y, 54); 5%
' ' 8 T S nonplastic fines; 55% fine; 20% medium; 10%
% | el coarse-grained sand, subangular to subrounded;
-~ o 10% fine gravel (to 0.5" dia.}, angular to
- e R subrounded; trace coarse gravel (to 3" long),
— s subangular; dense; damp; no odor.
00 | 10 51 |- 30-g: - | @30 lightolive brown (2.5Y, 5/4); 5% nouplastic
2% I SRR fines; 70% fine; 15% medivm; 5% coarse-grained
29 [ b sand, subangular to subrounded; 5% fine gravel
- o {10 0.75" dia.), subangular; dense: damp; no odor.
0.0 1.0 1 I 35 SANDY SILT (ML)}, light olive brown (2.5Y, 5/4);
21 I 80% non to low-plasticity fines; 20% fine-grained
3 I sand; trace medium sand; dense; damp; no odor.
- -
A ] L ----------------------------------------------------------------------
i @ ~1: 7] SAND (SP), described on next page.
REMARKS




8 ; N
LOG OF EXPLORATORY BORING
PROJECT NUMBER 2349-600.01 BORING NO. B-1
PROJECT NAME Andrew Jergens Company PAGE 30OF3
BY M. Kuncir DATE  4/28/95 SURFACE ELEV. NA ft.
PID | sample | Penetra- Qgw 'I . |{3 LITHO- WELL
Reading | Recovery | tion | Z{id |2k | U leeaphic DESCRIPTION DETAIL
Blows 02> | & | £ coLum
n::xu.i cz <
(ppm) | {ft-in.) | per 6*) | @4 “ln
- 0.7 20 SAND (SP), light olive brown (2.5Y, 5/4); 5%
50/6" nonplastic fines; 70% fine; 15% medium; 5%
i ] coarse-grained sand, subangular to subrounded;
5 _ 5% fine gravel; no odor.
- ] _BORING TERMINATED AT 41 FBG.
| I ]
i — 45—
I ]
R —
- -
! = —
60
REMARKS

collected every 5 feet using a split-ring sampler daven by 2 140 Ib. down-hole hammer. Boring backfilled 1o surface
with bentonte chips. No groundwater was encountered dunng drilling,

' @\ Boring drilled to 41 feet below grade (fbg) by Apex Drilling using a 8~ dia. hollow-stem auger drill rig. Samples were




(" ™
LOG OF EXPLORATORY BORING
PROJECT NUMBER 2349-600.01 BORING NO. B-2
PROJECT NAME Andrew Jergens Company PAGE 10OF3
BY M. Kuncir DATE 4/28/95 SURFACE ELEV. NA ft.
PID ' Semple | Penetra-| 1' . |9 LiTHO- WELL
Reading iRecovery tion §ﬁd 'E{; o GRAPHT DESCRIPTION DETAI
X (Blows | 85> |& 2 COLUMN
( | . o | U | oz lc:
ppm) t(ft-in.) | per 67 | @4 [ S |2

0.0 15
0.0 | 15
|
:
|
|
0.0 | 15

SILTY SAND (SM), very dark grayish brown
(10YR. 3/2); 40% non to low-plasticity fines;
60% fine-grained sand; trace coarse sand,
subangular; trace fine gravel (to 0.75" dia.),
subanguiar; medium dense; damp; weathered oil
odor.

12
15

10 @10’ light olive brown (2.5Y, 5/4); 20%

medium-plasticity fines; 75% fine; 5% medium;
trace coarse-grained sand, subangular; medium
dense; damp; no odor.

@11.2’; Fine gravel (to 0.5" dia.), angular.

@15’: 15% low-plasticity fines; 80% fine-grained
sand; trace medium sand; trace fine gravel (to
0.75" dia.), subrounded; medium dense; damp; no
odor.

- -]
LB ¥ 1

NN AR AN ™ AN

20 J101T

REMARKS

Boring drilled 1o 41 feet below grade (fbg) by Apex Drilling uning a 8" dia. hollow-stem auget drill rig. Samples were
collected every 5 feet using a split-ring sampler driven by a 140 Ib. down-hole hammer. Boring backfilled to surface
wrth bentoante chips. No groundwater was encountered dunng drilling.
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LOG OF EXPLORATORY BORING
PROJECT NUMBER 2349-600.01 BORING NO. B-2
PROJECT NAME Andrew Jergens Company PAGE 20F3
BY M. Kuncir DATE 4/28/95 SURFACE ELEV. NA ft.
PID | Sample |Penetra-| I |,f o WELL
Reading |Recovery | tion | i iZr 1410 onid DESCRIPTION DETAIL
(Blows | 82> | &y | E | coLumn
Xow r4
(ppm) | (ft-in.) | per 6= | ®F 21O |

0.0 0.7 7
9
19

@20°: As above.

L L T 4

.......

1 IT T
&
SNNNEEN  EENEEEN

0.0 1.2 i 15 SAND (SP), olive brown (2.5Y, 4/3); trace
’ nonplastic fines; 80% fine; 10% medium; 5%
17 coarse-grained sand, subangular; 5% fine gravel
(t0 0.5 dia.), subangular to subrounded:; dense;
™ damp; no odor.
00 | 10 2 [ 30 @30': As above.
17 L
18
| —
i
! i
0.0 LS v 35 e @35': light olive brown (2.5Y, 5/3); trace nonplastic
20 I B fines; 50% fine; 30% medium; 15%
a I v coarse-grained sand, subangular to subrounded;
i 5% fine gravel (to 1" dia.), subangular to
- I subrounded; dense; damp; no odor.
- 40

REMARKS

’ \ Boring driled to 41 feet below grade (fbg) by Apex Drilling using a 8" dia. hollow-stem auger doill rig. Samples were
collected every 5 feet using a split-ring sampler driven by a 140 Ib. down-hole hammer. Bonng backfilled to surface
\ } with bentomte chips. No groundwater was encountered during drlling.
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LOG OF EXPLORATORY BORING | )
PROJECT NUMBER 2349.600.01 BORING NO. B-2
PROJECT NAME Andrew Jergens Company PAGE 30OF3
BY M. Kuncir DATE 4/28/95 SURFACE ELEV. NA ft.
PID | Sample |penetra-| o, | - - |afumo- WELL
Reading |Recovery| tion § Zuwg |-t | lerapuid DESCRIPTION DETAIL
@Blows | 853 (851 corumn
XxWilnZig
{ppm) | (ft-in.} | per 6™ | @7 * Hla
0.0 1.5 18 | 2 .. | @40": SAND (SP), continued.
21 .. . . . *
s [ B
B ] BORING TERMINATED AT 41.5 FBG.
3 ]
60
REMARKS

Boning drilled w 41 feet below grade (fbg) by Apex Drilling using a 8 dia. hollow-stem auger ddil rig. Samples were
collected every 5 feet using  split-ring sampler driven by a 140 Ih. down-hole hammer. Baring backfilled to surface
with bentonite chips. No groundwater was eocountered during drilling.

©
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[ LOG OF EXPLORATORY BORING
PROJECT NUMBER 2349-600.01 BORING NO. B-3
PROJECT NAME Andrew Jergens Company PAGE 10OF3
BY M. Kuncir DATE  4/28/95 SURFACE ELEV. NA ft.
PIo | Sample | penetra-f | , | AR WELL
Reading |Recovery tion Swg =T | ferapuig DESCRIPTION DETAIL]
(Blows | 022 1L | ] coLumn
. \ W inZig
{ppm) 1 {ft-in.}| per 67 J @~ .2 1 P | X
30 ' 10 . 5 SILTY SAND (SM), dark grayish brown (2.5Y, 4/2);
) un r 15% medium-plasticity fines; 85% fine-grained
1z T sand; mediom dense; damp; no odor.
- 0 5 :‘ 10 @10°: No recovery.
11 i
‘ 14 i
‘: b
i s
. 0.5 9 — 15 @15': light olive brown (2.5Y, 5/4); 15%
7 T low-plasticity fines; 85% fine-grained sand; trace
8 [ fine gravel (to 0.5" dia.), subrounded; medium
B dense; damp; no odor.
i 20 SAND (SP), described on next page.

/“'\— REMARKS
w Boring drifled to 41 feetbelowgudc(fbg)byApthﬂlinguxmgxﬁ‘dh.bonow—mmwgc:dn"ﬂ:ig.&mpluwm

mﬂwdevmifmm;lsplh-ﬁngmaddvcnbya 140 1h. down-hoie hammer. Boring backfilled to surface
u with bentontte chips. No groundwater was eacounered during drilling.




\
LOG OF EXPLORATORY BORING
PROJECT NUMBER 2349.600.01 BORINGNO. B-3
PROJECT NAME Andrew Jergens Company PAGE 20F3
BY M. Kuncir DATE  4/28/95 SURFACE ELEV, NA ft.
PID | sample |Penetra-| | | o WELL
Reading |Recovery| tion gg,—g ! Et fl.‘:' GRAPHIC] DESCRIPTION DETAIL
Blows | 02> 15 Flcowumn
xS (821§
(ppm} | {(ft-in.) | per 61 | @ —‘I i
0.0 0.5 15 SAND (SP), light olive brown (2.5Y, 5/4); 5%
16 | nonpiastic fines; 75% fine; 20% medium-grained
20

sand; very dense; damp; no odor.

o (s [ 0B

0.0 1.5 12 @26': hght olive brown (Z.SY, 5/4), 5% nonp!astic
s | fines; 80% fine; 10% medium; 5% coarse-grained
18 T sand, subangular; trace fine gravel (to 0.75" dia.),
- subangular; very dense; damp; no odor.
0.0 1.0 20 I 30 SILTY SAND (SM), olive brown (2.5Y, 4/3); 15%
sor6” | nqnplastic fines; 85% fine-grained sand;
micaceous, very dense; damp; no odor.
0.0 0.7 1 35 @35": 20% low to medium-plasticity fines; 80%
6 I fine-grained sand; dense; moist; no odor,
18 |

0 SAND with SILT (SP-SM), described on next page.

REMARKS

Boting drilled 10 41 feet below grade {fbg) by Apex Drilling using 2 8 dia. hollow-stem suger dnil rig. Samples were
collected every 5 feet using a split-ring sampler driven by a 140 1b. down-hole bammer. Bonng backfilled 10 surface
with benatonne chips. No groundwater was encountered dunng drilling.

©




LOG OF EXPLORATORY BORING A
PROJECT NUMBER 2349-600.01 BORING NO. B-3
PROJECT NAME Andrew Jergens Company PAGE 30F3
BY M. Kuncir DATE  4/28/95 SURFACE ELEV, NA ft.
PID | Samwle | Penetra-| , , | .- | @) uTHo- WELL
Reading | Recavery| tion | 28 1T |4 cionid DESCRIPTION DETAILL
Blows | 35 1a™ (& 10 Ly
gl o= <
{ppm) | (ft=~in.)| per &M | ©~ | 7" a
0.0 | 1.2 10 1 :.. .| SAND with SILT (SP-SM), olive brown (2.5Y, 4/3);
15 L e 10% nonplastic fines; 90% fine-grained sand;
28 | R dense; damp; no odor.
™ — BORING TERMINATED AT 41.5 FBG.

- [ -
- —
60
REMARXS

©

,
e
=
8
Z

Boring drilied to 41 feet below grade (fog) by Apex Drilling using & 8" dia. holiow-stem auger drill rig. Samples were
collected every 5 feet using & split-ring sampier driven by a 140 1b. down-hole hamroer. Boring backfilled to surface
with bentonne chips. No groundwater was encountered during drilling.




Boning .drilled to 10.5 feet below grade (fbg) by Apex Drilling using a 8" dia. holiow-stem auger dall rig. Samples were

collected every 5 feet using a split-ring sampler daven by a 140 Ib. down-hole hammer. Boring backfilled to surface

with bentonite chips. No groundwater was encountered dunng drilling.

Y
LOG OF EXPLORATORY BORING
PROJECT NUMBER 2349-600.01 BORING NO. B4
PROJECT NAME Andrew Jergens Company PAGE 10F1
BY M. Kuncir DATE 4/28/95 SURFACE ELEV. NA ft.
PID . samle |Penetra-| o ., [l i1uo- WELL
Reading |Recovery |  tion | ZEg: S |4 fepapuic DESCRIPTION DETAIL
| (Blows | 0> i 1T | coumn
| Wi AZ
tppm) ! (ft-1n.) | per 6" | @F 3 OR ‘%
‘] HERaE
] ] i
| - il
| 35Nt
: I AEERE
i
0.0 0.7 a I 5 :t311]| SILTY SAND (SM), olive gray (5Y, 4/2); 30%
o 6 ° : j.; low-plasticity fines; 70% fine-grained sand;
i 1 : medium dense; moist; no odor.
"SAND (SP), light olive brown (2.5Y, 5/4); 5%
npnplastic fines; 20% medium; 5% coarse-grained
- 0.5 50/6" sand, subangular; 5% fine gravel (to 0.75" dia.),
subangular; very dense; moist; no odor. j
—] BORING TERMINATED AT 10.5 FBG.
| -]
| — 15—
'. —]
i —]
; | —
]
i —
! —
| ]
: 20
REMARKS




4 )
LOG OF EXPLORATORY BORING
PROJECT NUMBER 2349-600.01 BORING NO. B-5
PROJECT NAME Andrew Jergens Company PAGE 10F1
BY M. Kuncir DATE 4/28/95 SURFACE ELEV. NA ft.
PID | Sample | Penetra-} . iz . |u]LrmHo- WELL
Reading |Recavery|  tion 1 Swg ;=i | J fGRAPHIC DESCRIPTION DETAIL
(Blows 1 0> 11, | = |coLumn
. XywWinZig
{ppm) | (ft-in.)| per 6%) J O 4 | "H 1,
-1
00 | 10 o Sl - :| SAND (SP), light brownish gray (2.5Y, 6/2); 5%
’ ’ 16 vonplastic fines; 70% fine; 15% medium; 5%
20 coarse-grained sand, subangular; 5% fine gravel
..... (to 0.5" dia.}, subangular to subrounded; concrete
R and brick fragments present; dense; damp; no
B 1. OO _
00 | 15 s I 10—yt |1} SILTY SAND (SM), dark grayish brown (2.5Y, 4/2);
) 20 HERES 15% low-plasticity fines; 85% fine-grained sand;
20 d1EH trace medium and coarse sand; dense; moist; no
BERNE odor.
| i
T} | TSAND 5By, olive brown (2.5Y, 47%); wrace
] nonplastic fines; 65% fine; 30% medium; 5%
- 15 coarse-grained sand, subangular; trace fine gravel
0.0 1.5 15 {to 0.25" dia.); dense; moist; no odor. B
15 SILTY SAND (SM), dark grayish brown (2.5Y, 4/2);
17 40% medium-plasticity fines; 60% fine-grained
] \  sand; dense; moist; no odor. Ji
— -t BORING TERMINATED AT 16.5 FBG.
20
REMARKS

©

Boring drilled to 16.5 feet below grade (fbg) by Apex Drilling using a 8" dia. hollow-stem auger drill rig. Samples were
collectzd every § feet unng & split-ring sampler driven by a 140 b. down-hole hammer. Boring backfilled 1o surface
with bentonne chips. No groundwater was encountered during drilling.




ATTACHMENT 2
DRILLING AND SAMPLING PROCEDURES



ATTACHMENT 2
DRILLING AND SAMPLING PROCEDURES

Six (6) exploratory soil borings (EB-1, and B-1 through B-5) were drilled in February and
April, 1995, using a CME-75 and a B-61 drill rig equipped with continuous-flight, hollow-
- stem auger drilling equipment. The auger flights were steam-cleaned prior to drilling each
boring. Each borehole was initially hand-augered to an approximate depth of 5 feet below

grade to minimize the potential of encountering buried pipelines, electrical lines, and other
subsurface obstructions.

Undisturbed soil samples were collected at 5-foot-depth intervals using a 2.5-inch outside

. diameter, modified California split-spoon sampler equipped with brass liners. The sampler
was driven 18 inches into the soil ahead of the lead auger using a 140-pound slide hammer
with a 30 inch drop. The middle sample sleeve was retained and sealed with Teflon tape
and plastic end caps. The samples were placed in a chilled insulated container and
delivered to Golden State/CAS, a state certified analytical laboratory along with
appropriate chain-of-custody documentation. A detailed log of each boring was recorded
by a EMCON geologist from the soil samples and auger return material using the Unified
Soil Classification System (ASTM D1586). Upon completion of sampling, the borings
were backfilled to the ground surface with bentonite chips hydrated in 3 foot lifts. The
exploratory boring logs are included in Appendix 1.

Soil samples were field screened for volatile organic compounds (VOCs) by headspace
analysis using a photoionization detector (PID) calibrated to 100 parts per million by
volume (ppmv) isobutylene gas. For each sample interval, approximately 200 grams of
soil was placed in a sealable plastic bag. After the soil was allowed to equilibrate for
approximately 20 minutes, the probe tip of the PID was inserted into the bag. The highest
measured concentrations of volatile organic vapors within the bag was recorded for each
sample interval on the boring log.

Soil cuttings and auger rinseate generated during drilling activities were contained in
DOT-approved 55-gallon steel drums pending characterization and disposal. The drums
were removed from the site on September 15, 1995, by Belshire Environmental Services,
Inc. A copy of the waste disposal manifest will be included in the final report.

BB:NVERGENSWONWPAEK 000555.DOC-95\see:1 2-1



ATTACHMENT 3

BORING EB-1 ANALYTICAL RESULTS
AND CHAIN-OF-CUSTODY DOCUMENTATION



GOLDEN STATE/CAS

LABORATORIES, INC,

March 7, 1995

Sally Bilodeau

EMCON Associates

3300 North San Fernando Blvd.

Burbank, CA 91504

Re:  Jergens Facility/Project #2349-600.01
Dear Sally:

Enclosed are the results of the samples submitted to our lab on February 27, 1995. For your
reference, these analyses have been assigned our service request number 1L.951484.

All analyses were performed in accordance with our laboratory’s quality assurance program.
Golden State / CAS is certified for environmental analyses by the California Department of
Health Services (Certificate # 1296/Expiration - August 1996).

Please call if you have any questions.

Respectfully submitted,

Golden State/CAS Laboratories, Inc.

Euchia Mm% for

Elaine R. Thomas

Project Chemist

ET/iz

" FIELD SERVICES
COPY i

P T - ene e e e



Client:
Project:

Sample Name

EB-t@V
EB-14 5
EB-14. 10
EB-1 @ 15
Method Blank

NA

MRL
ND

1AMRLBD71594

EMCON Associatcs

COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES. INC.

Jergens Facility/#2349-600.01
Sample Matrix:  Soil

Not Applicable

Lab Code

L951484-001
L951484-002
L951484-003
L951434-004
L951484-MB

Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons
Method Reporting Limit
None Detected at or above the method reporting limit.

Analytical Report

TPH as Gasoline
EPA Methods 5030/Modified 8015/California DHS LUFT Mcthod

Units: mg/Kg (ppm)

Date Analyvzed

371195
3/1/95
3/1/95
3/1/93
3/1/95

Service Request:
Date Collected:
Date Received:

Date Extracted:

MRL

01
0.1
0.1
0.1
0.1

1020812 - KO1%5 3 Tﬁ.[

Approved By: F,(J,fi(p_ )Q(/L(Wg

Date: 3/7/95

L951484
2/24/95
2127195
NA
Result
ND
ND
ND
ND
ND
5001

faee No



Clicnt:
Project:

Samplec Name

EB-14 U
EB-1 @ 5
EB-1 @ v
EB-1 40 15§
Mcthod Blank

NA

Approved By: (C,g\

SURY/060194

£951484 X1.5 - 3020srx YU

EMCON Associates

COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

Jergens Facility/#2349-600.01
Sample Matrix: Soil

Surrogate Recovery Summary
TPH as Gasoline

QA/QC Report

Service Request:
Date Collected:
Date Received:

Date Extracted:
Date Analyzed:

EPA Methods 5030/Modified 8015/California DHS LUFT Method

Not Applicable

Lab Code

L951484-001
L951484-002
L951484-003
L951484-004
L951484-MB

CAS Acceptance Limits:

L951484
NA
NA
NA
NA

Percent Recovery
a,a,a -Trifluorotolucnc

82
72
75
79
104

60-120

Date; 3/7 /?5

/

doo Mehomnte
9,



GOLDEN STATE/CAS

LABORATORIES, INC.

6925 CANOGA AVENUE,
CANOGA PARK, CA 91304
818 587 5550 = FAX # 818 587 5555

Chain of Custody Record
Analytical Services Request

CLIENT NAME ADDRESS/PHONE/FAX J o
EMeon] FIOO P So fram iy ANALYSES REQUESTED GSAS JOB #
ST T R dials, ¢ £l P41~ L ocralge)
: OCATION - .
T vredt edmge Aue LT ety [TETRORTO
[4 . . ; . O
T bede, ¢ kil o $
PROJECT MANAGER SAMPLER(S) P.O. NO. o
.8
. A&
éw&x;f Slodeas | CHR( TRordS 3 '
)
SAMPLE ‘ LAB SAMPLE L ReQUESTED
TDENTIFICATION NO. DATE TIME SAMPLENO. | MATRIX o/ TovAROUND REMARKS
7y (P 1 1(:4/ 98 | 4SST  \LgspEl —/ Y oL ,ofwy
(X @ </I 4l /10_5_‘ - 2] ‘ l>< 14
(@ Jjo' - " (212~ 3| “ < .,
p——
" @ s v e 7 " o< -
A
Pa)
RELIN Uj”m BY: (Signamre)‘(ﬂ'éé‘ DATE TIME RECEIVED BY: (Signatire) DATE TIME
! SHED BY: (Signatuft) - DATE TIME RECEIVED BY( (3ignamre) DATE TIME
RELINQUISHED BY: (Signature) DATE TIME RECEIVED BY: (Signature) DATE TIME
SEND INVOICE TO:
WHITE COPY: Accompanics Samples
YELLOW COPY: Sampler




ATTACHMENT 4

BORING B-1 THROUGH B-5 ANALYTICAL RESULTS
AND CHAIN-OF-CUSTODY DOCUMENTATION



GOLDEN STATE/CAS

LABORATORIES. INC.

May 11, 1995

Sally Bilodeau

EMCON Associates

3300 North San Fernando Blvd.

Burbank, CA 91504

Re:  Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave., Burbank
Dear Sally:

Enclosed are the results of the samples submitted to our lab on May 1, 1995. For your
reference, these analyses have been assigned our service request number 1.952192.

All analyses were performed in accordance with our laboratory’s quality assurance program.
Golden State / CAS is certified for environmental analyses by the California Department of
Health Services (Certificate # 1296/Expiration - August 1996).

Please call if you have any questions.

Respectfully submitted,

‘Golden State/CAS Laboratories, Inc.

Gl ehuanty o

Elaine R. Thomas
Project Chemist

ET/sjt

£QGIE CANNOCA AVFNLIF | | CANOCA PARK CA 91303 a 818 587-5550 L FAX 818 587-5555



CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
LOS ANGELES REGION

LABORATORY REPORT FORM FOR PETROLEUM HYDROCARBONS

Laboratory Name:
Address:

Telephone:

Laboratory Certification (ELAP) No.:

Expiration Date:
Laboratory Director’s Name:

Laboratory Director’s Signature:

Client:
Project No.:

Analytical Method:

Date Sampled:
Date Received:
Date Reported:
Sample Matrix:

Chain of Custody Received:

Sample Condition:

—Sample Headspace Description (%):

~Sample Container Material:

Golden State / CAS Laboratories, Inc.

6925 Canoga Avenue, Canoga Park, CA 91303
(818) 587-5550

1296

August 1996

Dr. B. Gene Bennett

Eucdio dehundt, Jon (0. B Hing Rermnett

EMCON Associates
Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave., Burbank

EPA Method 8020

4/28/95
5/1/95 -
5/9/95
Soil

Yes

0% Headspace
Brass Tube



CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
LOS ANGELES REGION

LABORATORY REPORT FORM FOR PETROLEUM HYDROCARBONS

Laboratory Name:
Address:

Telephone:

Laboratory Certificaion (ELAP) No.:

Expiration Date:
Laboratory Director’s Name:

Laboratory Director’s Signature:

Client:

Project No.:
Analytical Method:
Date Sampled:
Date Received:
Date Reported:
Sample Matrix:

Chain of Custody Received:

Sample Condition:

--Sample Headspace Description (%):

—Sample Container Material:

Golden State / CAS I.aboratories, Inc.

6925 Canoga Avenue, Canoga Park, CA 91303
(818) 587-5550

1296

August 1996

Dr. B. Gene Bennett

%du_.&iﬂ%@w ' Boruratt

California Environmental
Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave., Burbank

EPA Method 8260

4/28/95
5/1/95

519795

Soil

Yes

0% Headspace
Brass Tube



COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

Analytical Report
Client: EMCON Service Request: 1952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank .
Sample Matrix: Soil
Reporting Units: mg/Kg (ppm)
*DATE ANALYZED 5/1/95 5/1/95 5/1/95 5/1/95
DILUTION FACTOR 1 1 1 1
LAB SAMPLEID.{ 1952192-002 1.952192-003 1.952192-004 1.952192-005
CLIENT SAMPLE 1D, B-1,10' B-1,15' B-1,20' B-1.25
BTEX (EPA 8020) MDL
Benzene 0.0005 ND ND ND ND
Toluene 0.0005 ND ND ND ND
Ethylbenzene 0.0005 ND ND ND ND
Total Xylenes 0.002 ND ND ND ND
Surrogate Spk Concj ACP% % RC % RC % RC % RC
4-Bromofluorobenzene 50 60-130 87 87 91 50

*Date Analyzed = Date Extracted using Purge and Trap Technology (EPA Method 5030)
MBDIL = Method Detection Limit; MB = Method Blank; ND = Not Detected (Below MDLY);

Spk Conc = Spike Concentration; ACP % = Acceptable Range of Percent; % RC = % Recovery

Approved By:

WRBPHBAGITS4 -

&gd;g Mﬂ@f

LOS2I92.XLS - whin20w {2) ¥1295

Date: ,f ‘2,{:{,{ / 25

Page No.




COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.
Analytical Report
Client: EMCON Service Request: 1952192

Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank
Sample Matrix: Soil

Reporting Units: mg/Kg (ppm)

*DATE ANALYZED 5/1/95 5/1/95 5/1/95 , 5/1/95
DILUTION FACTOR 1 1 1 1
LAB SAMPLE 1.D.| L952192-006 1.952192-007 1952192-008 1952192-009
CLIENT SAMPLE 1.D. B-1,30' B-1,35' B-1,40' B-2.5'
BTEX (EPA 8020) MDL
Benzene 0.0005 ND ND ND ND
Toluene 0.0005 ND ND ND ND
Ethylbenzene 0.0005 ND ND ND ND
| Total Xylenes 0.002 ND ND ND ND
Surrogate Spk Conc| ACP% % RC % RC % RC % RC
4-Bromofluorobenzene 50 60-130 84 88 86 86

*Date Analyzed = Date Extracted using Purge and Trap Technology (EPA Method 5030)
MDL = Method Detection Limit: MB = Method Blank; ND = Not Detected (Below MDL);
Spk Conc = Spike Concentration; ACP % = Acceptable Range of Percent; % RC = % Recovery

Approved By: (C/:Jﬂ/tﬁ. W Date: 5 / /, / 95

7

WBPHB/62794 }/ \/

L952192.XLS - wbB020w (3) 511219{ Page No



Client: EMCON
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank

Sample Matrix: Soil

COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

Analytical Report

Reporting Units: mg/Kg (ppm)

Service Request: 1952192

*DATE ANALYZED 5/1/95 5/2/95 5/2/95 5/2/95
DILUTION FACTOR 1 1 1 1
LAB SAMPLEL.D.j L1952192-010 1952192-011 1.952192-012 1L952192-013
CLIENT SAMPLE 1.D. B-2,10 B-2,15' B-2,20" B-2,25'
BTEX (EPA 8020) MDL
Benzene 0.0005 ND ND ND ND
Toluene 0.0005 ND ND ND ND
Ethylbenzene 0.0005 ND ND ND ND
Total Xylenes 0.002 ND ND ND ND
Surrogate Spk Conc| ACP% % RC % RC % RC % RC
4-Bromofluorobenzene 50 60-130 79 94 89 89
*Date Analyzed = Date Extracted using Purge and Trap Technology (EPA Method 5030)
MDL = Method Detection Limit; MB = Method Blank; ND = Not Detected (Below MDL);
Spk Conc = Spike Concentration; ACP % = Acceptable Range of Percent; % RC = % Recovery
Approved By: &5,(/(&.@ X(LAW?ﬁ Date: 5/// /9&5-

WBPHB/D62794
L952192.X1.S - whB020w (4) 51295

Page No.:




Client:
Project:
Sample Matrix: Soil

EMCON -
Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank

COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

Analytical Report

Reporting Units: mg/Kg (ppm)

Service Request: 1952192

*DATE ANALYZED 5/1/95 5/2/95 5/3/95 5/1/95
DILUTION FACTOR 1 1 1 1
LAB SAMPLE 1.D.| 1952192-MB L952192-MB L952192-MB 1.952192-001
CLIENT SAMPLE I.D.| Method Blank Method Blank Method Blank B-1,5'
BTEX (EPA 8020) MDL

Benzene 0.0005 ND ND ND ND
Toluene 0.0005 ND ND ND ND
Ethylbenzene 0.0005 ND ND ND ND
Total Xylenes 0.002 ND ND ND ND

Surrogate Spk Conc| ACP% % RC % RC % RC % RC
4-Bromofluorobenzene 50 60-130 107 107 106 73

*Date Analyzed = Date Extracted using Purge and Trap Technology (EPA Method 5030)

MDL = Method Detection Limit: MB = Method Blank; ND = Not Detected (Below MDL);

Spk Conc = Spike Concentration; ACP % = Acceptable Range of Percent; % RC = % Recovery

Approved By:

pate: 5//7/35

WBPHBA62754

dic X%nm—?ﬁ
0 | </

LOS2ITLXLS - whB20w V1295

Page No.:




COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

Analytical Report
Client: EMCON Service Request: 1.952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank Date Collected: 4/28/95
Sample Matrix: Soil Date Received: 5/1/95
) Date Extracted: 5/2/95
Hydrocarbon Scan/Fuel Characterization’
EPA Method Modified 8015/California DHS LUFT Method
Units: mg/Kg (ppm)
Date Hydrocarbhon
Sample Name Lab Code Analyzed MRL  Resuit Fuel Characterization Range
B-3,15 1952192018 5/6/95 10 ND None NA
B-3,20° L952192-019 5/6/95 10 ND None NA
B-3,25 1.952192-020 5/6/95 10 ND None NA
B-3,30' 1.952192-021 5/6/95 10 ND None NA
B-3,35' 1.952192-022 5/6/95 10 ND None NA
B-3,40' L952192-023 5/6/95 10 ND None NA
B4 1952192024 5/8/95 10 3000 * C8->C30
B4.10 L£952192-025 5/8/95 10 1800 * C8->(C30
B-5,5 L952192-026 5/8/95 10 ND None ‘ NA
B-5,10° L952192-027 5/6/95 10 ND None NA
B-5,15" 1.952192-028 5/6/95 . 10 ND None NA
Method Blank L952192-MB 5/5/95 10 ND None NA
Method Blank L952192-MB - 5/5/95 10 ND None NA
! Hydrocarbon Scan/Fuel Characterization represents a hydrocarbon scan C, thru C;o hydrocarbons.
MEL Method Reporting Limit
ND None Detected at or above the method reporting limit
NA Not Applicable
* The chromatogram indicates the presence of a hydrocarbon fill mixture eluting within the diesel
and motor-oil range. :
Approved By: (C\ Ad fi‘ﬂ XC/W Date: 5/// / 95

Hsanf il #5% 5 . sotse ) .wwé J

Pege No..



COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

Analytical Report
Client: EMCON Service Request: 1952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Bur Date Collected: 4/28/95
Sample Matrix: Soil Date Received: 5/1/95

Date Extracted: 5/2/95

Base Neutral/Acid Semivolatile Organic Compounds
EPA Methods 3550/8270

Units: mg/Kg (ppm)

Sample Name: B-4,5' B-4,10 B-5,5'
Lab Code: 1.952192-024 1.952192-025 1952192026
Date Analyzed: 5/3/95 5/3/95 5/3/95

Base Neutral Analyte MRL

N-Nitrosodimethylamine 0.3 ND ND ND
-Aniline 03 ND ND ND
Bis(2-chlorocthyl) Ether 03 ND ND ND
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 03 ND ND ND
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 0.3 ND ND ND
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 0:3 ND ND ND
Bis(2-chloroisopropyl) Ether 03 ND ND ND
N-Nitrosodi-n-propylamine 03 ND ND ND
Hexachloroethane 03 ND ND ND
Nitrobenzene 0.3 ND ND ND
Isophorone 03 ND ND ND
Bis(2-chloroethoxy)methane 03 ND ND ND
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 0.3 ND ND ND
Naphthalene 0.3 ND ND ND
4-Chloroaniline 0.3 ND ND ND
Hexachlorobutadiene 0.3 ND ND ND
2-Methylnaphthalene 0.3 ND ND ND
Hexachlorocyclopentadiene 03 ND ND ND
2-Chloronaphthalene 0.3 ND ND ND
2-Nitroaniline 2 ND ND ND
Dimethyl Phthalate 0.3 ND ND ND
Acenaphthylene 0.3 ND ND ND
3-Nitroaniline 2 ND ND ND
Acenaphthene 0.3 ND ND ND
Dibenzofuran 0.3 ND ND ND
2,4-Dinitrotoluene 0.3 ND ND ND
MRL Method Reporting Limit.

ND None Detected at or above the method reporting limit.

Approved By: Date: 5// / / 96

L952192 XLS - 8270s S/1295 Page No.:



COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

Analytical Report
Client: EMCON Service Request: 1.952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Bur Date Collected: 4/28/95
Sampie Matrix: Soil Date Received: 5/1/95

Date Extracted: 5/2/95

Base Neutral/Acid Semivolatile Organic Compounds
EPA Methods 3550/8270

Units: mg/Kg (ppm)

Sample Name: B4,5" B4,10' B-5,5'
Lab Code: L952192-024 L952192-025 1.952192-026

Date Analyzed: 5/3/95 513195 5/3/95
Base Neutral Analyte MRL
2,6-Dinitrotoluene 03 ND ND ND
Diethyl Phthalate 03 - ND ND ND
4-Chlorophenyl Phenyl Ether 03 ND ND ND
Fluorene 03’ ND ND ND
4-Nitroaniline 2 ND ND ND
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine 03 ND ND ND
4-Bromophenyl Phenyl Ether 0.3 ND ND ND
Hexachlorobenzene 03 ND ND ND
Phenanthrene 03 ND ND ND
Anthracene 03 ND ND ND
Di-n-butyl Phthalate 0.3 ND - ND ND
Fluoranthene 03 ND ND ND
Pyrene 03 ND ND ND
Butylbenzyl Phthalate 03 ND ND ND
3,3'-Dichlorobenzidine 0.3 ND ND ND
Benz(a)anthracene 03 ND ND ND
Bis(2-cthylhexyl) Phthalate 0.3 ND ND ND
Chrysene 0.3 ND ND ND
Di-n-octyl Phthalate 03 ND ND ND
Benzo(b)fluoranthene 03 ND ND ND
Benzo(k)fluoranthene 0.3 ND ND ND
Benzo(a)pyrene 03 ND ND ND
Indeno(1,2,3-c,d)pyrene 0.3 ND ND ND
Dibenz(a, h)anthracene 0.3 ND ND ND
Benzo(g,h,i)perylene 03 ND ND ND
Pyridine 0.6 ND ND ND
MRL Method Reporting Limit.
ND None Detected at or above the method reporting limit.

Approved By: g u/)//_é L{C/uﬂ/fjd/ Date: S/ // / o)
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

Analytical Report
Client: EMCON Service Request: 1952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Bur Date Collected: 4/28/95
Sample Matrix: Soil Date Received: 5/1/95

Date Extracted: 5/2/95

Base Neutral/Acid Semivolatile Organic Compounds
EPA Methods 3550/8270

Units: mg/Kg (ppm)

Sample Name: B45' B-4,10 B-5,5'
Lab Code: L952192-024 1952192025 1L.952192-026
Date Analyzed: 5/3/95 5/3/95 5/3/95
Acid Analyte MRL
Phenol 0.3 ND ND ND
2-Chlorophenotl 03 ND ND ND
Benzyl Alcohol 0.3 ND ND ND
2-Methylphenol 03 ND ND ND
3- and 4-Methylphenol® 03 ND ND ND
2-Nigrophenol 03 ND ND ND
2,4-Dimethyliphenol 03 ND ND ND
Benzoic Acid 2 ND ND ND
2,4-Dichlorophenol 03 ND ND ND
4-Chloro-3-methylphenol 0.3 ND ND ND
2,4,6-Trichlorophenol 0.3 ND ND ND
2,4,5-Trichlorophenol 0.3 ND ND ND
2,4-Dinitrophenol 2 ND ND ND
4-Nitrophenol 2 ND ND ND
2-Methyl-4,6-dinitrophenol 2 ND ND ND
Pentachlorophenol 2 ND ND ND
MRL Method Reporting Limit.
ND . None Detected at or above the method reporting limit.
* Quantified as 4-Methylphenol.
Approved By: EJQZ@ XoéwzzszfL Dae: 5/7// 95
3SIPBNASDSOTHS L/
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Client: EMCON

Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Bur

Sample Matrix: Soil

COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

Base Neutral/Acid Semivolatile Organic Compounds

Base Neutral Analyte MRL
N-Nitrosodimethylamine 0.3
Aniline 03
Bis(2-chloroethyl) Ether 0.3
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 0.3
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 0.3
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 03
Bis(2-chloroisopropyl) Ether 03
N-Nitrosodi-n-propylamine 0.3
Hexachloroethane 0.3
Nitrobenzene 03
Isophorone 0.3
Bis(2-chloroethoxy)methane 0.3
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 0.3
Naphthalene 0.3
4-Chloroaniline 0.3
Hexachlorobutadiene 03
2-Methylnaphthalene 0.3
Hexachlorocyclopentadiene 0.3
2-Chloronaphthalene 0.3
2-Nitroaniline 2
Dimethyl Phthalate 0.3
Acenaphthylene 0.3
3-Nitroaniline 2
Acenaphthene 0.3
Dibenzofuran 03
2,4-Dinitrotoluene 0.3
MRL Method Reporting Limit.
ND

None Detected at or above the method reporting limit.

Analytical Report

EPA Methods 3550/8270
Units: mg/Kg (ppm)

Sample Name:
Lab Code:
Date Analyzed:

N— &m{g J@M

B-5,10"
1952192027
5/3/95

EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE

L952192.XLS - 82703 (2) /1295 /

Service Request: 1.952192
Date Collected: 4/28/95
Date Received: 5/1/95

Date Extracted: 5/2/95

B-5,15'
1952192-028
5/3/95

EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEREEREE

Date: 554224 ?5

Method Blank
L952192-MB
5/3/95

EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

Analytical Report
Client: EMCON Service Request: L952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Bur Date Collected: 4/28/95
Sample Matrix: Soil ’ Date Received: 5/1/95

Date Extracted: 5/2/95

Base Neutral/Acid Semivolatile Organic Compounds
EPA Methods 3550/8270

Units: mg/Kg (ppm)

Sample Name: B-5,10" B-5,15' Method Blank
Lab Code: 1.952192-027 L952192-028 1.952192-MB

Date Analyzed: 5/3/95 5/3/95 5/3/95
Base Neutral Analyte MRL
2,6-Dinitrotoluene 0.3 ND ND ND
Diethyl Phthalate 0.3 ND ND ND
4-Chlorophenyl Phenyl Ether 03 ND ND ND
Fluorene 03 ND ND ND
4-Nitroaniline 2 ND ND ND
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine 0.3 ND ND ND
4-Bromophenyl Phenyl Ether 03 ND ND ND
Hexachlorobenzene 03 ND ND ND
Phenanthrene 03 ND ND ND
Anthracene 0.3 ND ND ND
Di-n-butyl Phthalate 0.3 ND ND ND
Fluoranthene 0.3 ND ND ND
Pyrene 03 ND ND ND
Butylbenzy! Phthalate 0.3 ND ND ND
3,3"-Dichlorobenzidine 0.3 ND ND ND
Benz(a)anthracene 03 ND ND ND
Bis(2-ethylhexyl) Phthalate 0.3 ND ND ND
Chrysene 0.3 ND ND ND
Di-n-octyl Phthalate 03 ND ND ND
Benzo(b)fluoranthene 0.3 ND ND ND
Benzo(k)fluoranthene 0.3 ND ND ND
Benzo(a)pyrene 0.3 ND ND ND
Indeno(1,2,3-c,d)pyrene 03 ND ND ND
Dibenz(a,h)anthracene 0.3 ND ND ND
Benzo(g,h,i)perylene 0.3 ND ND ND
Pyridine ' 0.6 ND ND ND
MRL Method Reporting Limit
ND None Detected at or above the method reporting Limit.

Approved By: 6/01@ W Date: 5//// 9\5
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

Analytical Report
Client: EMCON Service Request: 1.952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Bur -Date Collected: 4/28/95

Sample Matrix: Soil Date Received: 5/1/95
: Date Extracted: 5/2/95

Base Neutral/Acid Semivolatile Organic Compounds
EPA Methods 3550/8270

Units: mg/Kg (ppm)

Sample Name: B-5,10' B-5,15' Method Blank
Lab Code: L952192-027 1952192-028 1L952192-MB
Date Analyzed: 5/3/95 5/3/95 5/3/95
Acid Analyte MRL
Phenol 03 ND ND ND
2-Chlorophenol 03 ND ND ND
Benzyl Alcohol 03 ND ND ND
2-Methylphenol 03 ND ND ND
3- and 4-Methylphenol® 03 ND ND ND
2-Nitrophenol 0.3 ND ND ND
2,4-Dimethylphenol 03 ND ND ND
Benzoic Acid 2 ND ND ND
2,4-Dichlorophenol 03 ND ND ND
4-Chloro-3-methylphenol 03 ND ND ND
2,4,6-Trichlorophenol 03 ND ND ND
2,4,5-Trichlorophenol 03 ND ND ND
2,4-Dinitrophenol 2 ND ND ND
4-Nitrophenol 2 ND ND ND
2-Methyl-4,6-dinitrophenol 2 ND ND ND
Pentachlorophenol 2 ND ND ND
MRL Method Reporting Limit.
ND None Detected at or above the method reporting limit.
: Quantified as 4-Methylphenol.
Approved By: ; Date: 5 /// / 95
ISIPBNA/OSOTO4
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

Analytical Report
Client: EMCON , ‘ Service Request:
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank Date Collected:
Sample Matrix: Soil Date Received:

L952192
: 4/28/95
: 5/1/95

Date Extracted: NA

Inorganic Parameters
- Units: mg/Kg (ppm)

Sample Name: B4, B-4,10'
Lab Code: L952192-024 L952192-025
Date Analyzed: 5/5-10/95 5/5-10/95
EPA
Analyte : Method MRL
pH (units) 9045 - 10.2 8.6
Hexavalent Chromium 3060/7196A 2 ND ND
MRL Method Reporting Limit
ND None Detected at or above the method reporting limit.

NA Not Applicable

Approved By: F ,u/Y/,LQ /[% (L /ﬂﬂf Date: 3 /). / 75

3S22EPA/000194
L952192.XLS - genumax ¥12/93

B-5,5'
L952192-026
5/5-10/95

Page No.:



COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

Analytical Repont
Client: EMCON Service Request:
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank Date Collected:
Sample Matrix; Soil Date Received:
Date Extracted:

Inorganic Parameters

Units: mg/Kg (ppm)

Sample Name: B-5,10' B-5,15'

Lab Code: 1.952192-027 1.952192-028
Date Analyzed: 5/5-10/95 5/5-10/95
EPA

Analyte Method MRL
pH (units) 9045 - 7.2 8.5
Hexavalent Chromium 3060/7196A 2 ND ND
MRL Method Reporting Limit
ND None Detected at or above the method reporting limit.
NA Not Applicable
Approved By: A/Aﬂ /Z?/lf Date: 5//// za
nzxz.sgs!;?/mnnsm- genmm (2) $1295 0 \j

1952192
4/28/95
5/1/95
NA

Method Blank
1.952192-MB
5/5-10/95

NA

Prge No:



Client: EMCON
Project: Andrew Jergens Co.,
Sample Matrix: Soil

Analyte

Bromobenzene
Bromochloromethane
Bromodichloromethane
Bromoform

Bromomethane

Carbon tetrachloride

Chloroethane

Chloroform

Chloromethane
Dibromochloromethane
Dibromomethane
Dichloromethane (Methylene Chloride)
Dichlorodifluoromethane
1,1-Dichloroethane (1,1-DCA)
1,2-Dichloroethane (1,2-DCA)
1,1-Dichloroethylene (1,1-DCE)
trans-1,2-Dichloroethylene
cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene
1,2-Dichloropropane
cis-1,3-Dichloropropylene
trans-1,3-Dichloropropylene
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane
Tetrachloroethylene(PCE) ’
1,1,1-Trichloroethane (1,1,1-TCA)
1,1,2-Trichloroethane (1,1,2-TCA)

COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

Analytical Report

99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank

Volatile Organic Compounds

EPA Method 8260
Units: pg/L (ppb)

Sample Name:
Lab Code:
*Date Analyzed:
Dilution Factor:

MDL

1.8
0.6
1.0
0.7
0.7

O~ 0000~ 000NN OOO O~
NV OONNNNOLNPLOWVOVILMONLVLVLLOLYO

Method Blank
L952192-MB
5/4/95
1

CEREEEEEEREEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE

Service Request: 1.952192
Date Collected: 4/28/95
Date Received: 5/1/95
Date Extracted: NA

B-4,5'
1952192-024
5/4/95
1

CEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEERERE

Trichloroethylene (TCE)

1,2,3-Trichloropropane 2.6

Trichlorofluoromethane 09 3.7 (tr)
Vinyl Chloride (VC) 0.9 ND
Benzene 0.6 ND
Chlorobenzene 08 ND
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 0.7 ND
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 0.6 ND
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 0.7 ND
(tr) Trace level -

NA Not Applicable .

MDL Method Detection Limit

ND None Detected at or above detection limit

* Date Analyzed uging purge and trap technology (EPA Method 5030)

Approved By: E;dd. Mﬂﬂ? Date: 5/ 1/ 99

L952192.XLS - wb8260w 51295
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

Analytical Report
Client: EMCON Service Request: 1952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank Date Collected: 4/28/95
Sample Matrix: Soil Date Received: 5/1/95
Date Extracted: NA
Volatile Organic Compounds
EPA Method 8260
Units: pg/L (ppb)
Sample Name: Method Blank B4,5' B4,10"
Lab Code: L952192-MB 1952192-024 1.952192-025
*Date Analyzed: 5/4/95 5/4/95 5/4/95
Dilution Factor: 1 1 1
Analyte MDL
Ethyl benzene 0.9 ND ND ND
Toluene 0.8 ND ND ND
Total Xylenes 1.0 ND 4.3 (10 ND
Acetone ) 10 ND 50 46 (tr)
n-Butylbenzene 0.7 ND ND ND
sec-Butylbenzene 0.8 ND ND ND
tert-Butylbenzene 0.7 ND ND ND
2-Chloroethylviny!l ether 5.0 ND ND ND
2-Chlorotoluene 1.0 ND - ND ND
4-Chlorotoluene 24 ND ND ND
1,3-Dichloropropane 1.0 ND ND ND
2,2-Dichloropropane 1.1 ND ND ND
1,1-Dichloropropylene 0.7 ND ND ND
Ethylene dibromide (EDB) 1.0 ND ND ND
Hexachlorobutadiene 0.9 ND ND ND
Isopropylbenzene 1.0 ND ND ND
p-Isopropyltoluene 0.6 ND ND ND
Methy! Ethyl Ketone 15 ND ND ND
Methyl Isobutyl Ketone 83 ND ND ND
Naphthalene 1.4 ND ND ND
n-Propylbenzene 1.0 ND ND ND
Styrene 1.3 ND ND ND
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 0.9 ND ND ND
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 0.9 ND ND ND
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 0.9 ND ND ND
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 0.7 ND ND ND
1,1,2-Trichloro-1,2,2-Trifluoroethane 10 ND ND ND
1,2-Dibromo-3-chloropropane (DBCP) 0.9 ND ND ND
Surrogate SPK CONC ACP% %RC %RC %RC
Pentafluorobenzene 50 70-130 96 123 105
Toluene-Dg 50 88-110 92 92 88
4-Bromofluorobenzene 50 . 86-115 96 92 96
NA Not Applicable
MDL Method Detection Limit
ND - None Detected at or above detection limit
SPK CONC = Spike Concentration; ACP% = Acceptable Range of Percent; %RC = % Recovery
* Date Analyzed using purge and trap technology (EPA Method.5030)
(tr) Trace level _ gz ;;
Approved By: L2 st Date: 5//// 75
WBISZPDF/0S0294 . J
L9S2192XLS - whB260w V1295 Page No.:



COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

Analytical Report
Client: EMCON Service Request: 1952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank Date Collected: 4/28/95
Sample Matrix: Soil Date Received: 5/1/95
Date Extracted: NA
Volatile Organic Compounds
EPA Method 8260
Units: pg/L (ppb)
Sampie Name: B-5,5' B-5,10' B-5,15'
Lab Code: 1.952192-026 1.952192-027 1952192-028

*Date Analyzed: 5/4/95 5/4/95 5/4/95

Dilution Factor: 1 1 1
Analyte MDL
Bromobenzene 1.8 ND ND ND
Bromochloromethane 0.6 ND ND ND
Bromodichloromethane 1.0 ND ND ND
Bromoform 0.7 ND ND ND
Bromomethane 0.7 ND ND ND
Carbon tetrachloride 1.0 ND ND ND
Chloroethane 0.9 ND ND ND
Chloroform 0.9 ND ND ND
Chloromethane . 0.9 ND ND ND
Dibromochloromethane 0.9 ND ND ND
Dibromomethane 1.2 ND ND ND
Dichloromethane (Methylene Chloride) 20 ND ND ND
Dichlorodifluoromethane 2.5 ND ND ND
1,1-Dichloroethane (1,1-DCA) 0.8 ND ND ND
1,2-Dichloroethane (1,2-DCA) 0.9 ND ND ND
1,1-Dichloroethylene (1,1-DCE) 0.9 ND ND ND
trans-1,2-Dichloroethyiene 1.0 ND ND ND
cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene 0.4 ND ND ND
1,2-Dichioropropane 0.8 ND ND ND
cis-1,3-Dichloropropylene 0.8 ND ND ND
trans-1,3-Dichloropropylene 0.7 ND ND ND
1,1,1,2-Tetrachioroethane 1.2 ND ND ND
1.1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 1.2 ND ND ND
Tetrachloroethylene(PCE) 1.0 ND ND ND
1,1,1-Trichloroethane (1,1,1-TCA) 1.0 ND ND ND
1,1,2-Trichloroethane (1,1,2-TCA) 0.8 ND ND ND
Trichloroethylene (TCE) 0.6 ND ND ND
1,2,3-Trichloropropane 26 ND ND ND
Trichlorofluoromethane 0.9 ND ND ND
Vinyl Chloride (VC) 0.9 ND ND ND
Benzene 0.6 ND ND ND
Chlorobenzene 0.8 ND ND ND
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 0.7 ND ND ND
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 0.6 ND ND ND
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 0.7 ND ND ND
(tr) Trace level

Not Applicable

MDL Method Detection Limit
ND None Detected at or above detection limit
* Date Analned usmg ,zi;nd trap technology (EPA Method 5030)
Approved By: Date: 5 / / // 75
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

Analytical Report
Client: EMCON Service Request: 1.952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank Date Collected: 4/28/95
Sample Matrix: Soil Date Received: 5/1/95
Date Extracted: NA
Volatile Organic Compounds
EPA Method 8260
Units: pg/L (ppb)
Sample Name: B-5,5' B-5,10" B-5,15'
Lab Code: 1.952192-026 1.952192-027 1.952192-028

*Date Analyzed: 5/4195 5/4/95 5/4/95

Dilution Factor: 1 1 1
Analyte MDL
Ethyl benzene 0.9 ND ND ND
Toluene 0.8 ND ND ND
Total Xylenes 1.0 ND ND ND
Acetone 10 ND ND ND
n-Butylbenzene 0.7 ND ND ND
sec-Butylbenzene 0.8 ND ND ND
tert-Butylbenzene 0.7 ND ND ND
2-Chloroethylvinyl ether 5.0 ND ND ND
2-Chlorotoluene 10 ND ND ND
4-Chlorotoluene 2.4 ND ND ND
1,3-Dichloropropane ' 1.0 ND ND ND
2,2-Dichloropropane 1.1 ND ND ND
1,1-Dichloropropylere 0.7 ND ND ND
Ethylene dibromide (EDB) 1.0 ND ND ND
Hexachlorobutadiene 0.9 ND ND ND
Isopropylbenzene 1.0 ND ND ND
p-Isopropyltoluene ) 0.6 ND ND ND
Methyl Ethyl Ketone 15 ND ND ND
Methyl Isobutyl Ketone - 83 ND ND ND
Naphthaiene 1.4 ND ND ND
n-Propylbenzene 1.0 ND ND ND
Styrene 1.3 ND ND ND
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 0.9 ND ND ND
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 0.9 ND ND ND
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 0.9 ND ND ND
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 0.7 ND ND ND
1,1,2-Trichloro-1,2,2-Trifluoroethane 10 ND ND ND
1,2-Dibromo-3-chloropropane (DBCP) 0.9 ND ND ND
Surrogate SPK CONC ACP% %RC %RC %RC
Pentafluorobenzene 50 70-130 102 99 100
Toluene-Dg 50 88-110 91 91 91
4-Bromofluorobenzene 50 86-115 96 97 96
NA Not Applicable
MDL Method Detection Limit
ND None Detected at or above detection limit

SPK CONC = Spike Concentration; ACP% = Acceptable Range of Percent; %RC = % Recovery
* Date Analyzed using purge and trap technology (EPA Method 5030)
(tr) Trace level
Approved By: MLQ M wzmé . Date: 5/// / ?s
WB3S2PDF/080294
L952192 X1LS - wh8260w (2) 1295 / \]
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Client:
Project:
Sample Matrix:

COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

EMCON

QA/QC Report

Service Request No.: L952192

Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank

Soil

L Mairix Spike (MS)/Matrix Spike Duplicate (MSD)
Date Performed: 5/2/95
Batch No.: K050195
Lab Code: 1952192-001
Reporting ‘SPK % % ACP ACP

Analvte Units CONC MS MS MSD | MSD-| RPD | % MS RPD
Benzene mg/Kg (ppm) | 0.0200 | 0.0225 112 | 0.0230 115 2 39-150 25
Toluene mg/Kg (ppm) | 0.0200 | 0.0224 112 | 0.0229 114 2 46-148 25
Ethylbenzene mg/Kg (ppm) | 0.0200 0.0229 114 | 0.0234 117 2 32-160 25
IL Laboratory Quality Control Check Sample
Date Performed: 5/1/95
Batch No.: K050195
Lab Code: L952192-LCS

Reporting

Analvte Units SPK CONC Result % Recovery ACP %

Benzene mg/Kg (ppm) 0.0200 0.0210 105 80-120
|Toluene mg/Kg (ppm) 0.0200 0.0211 106 80-120
Ethyibenzene mg/Kg (ppm) 0.0200 0.0217 108 80-120
L Calibration Standards
INITIAL RF,,, % RSD DAILY RF % DIFF W/RF,,,

Analvte Date: 2/21/95 <20% Date: 5/1/95 <% 15%
Benzene 8.532X 10 ¢ 8 8.062 X 10° 6
Toluene 8.876 X 10 ° 9 8.550 X 10 ¢ 4
Ethylbenzene 1.022 X 10 10 9.796 X 10 ¢ 4
Total Xylenes 9.568 X 10 ° 10 9.589 X 10 ¢ <1

SPK CONC = Spiking Concentration;

% MS = Percent Recovery of MS; %MSD = Percent Recovery of MSD

RPD = Relative Percent Difference; ACP = Acceptable Range of Percent
INITIAL RF,.. = Average Response Factor From Initial Calibration
DAILY RF = Response Factor From Daily Calibration

% RSD = Percent Relative Standard Deviation; % DIFF = Percent Difference

Approved By:

Date: 5.////55
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

QA/QC Report
Client: EMCON Service Request No.: L952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank
Sample Matrix: Soil
JLIR Calibraton Standards
INITIAL RF,,, % RSD DAILY RF % DIFF W/RF,,,
-Analvte Date: 2/21/95 <20% Date: 5/2/95 <+ 15%
Benzene 8.532X10°¢ 8 8704 X 10 ¢ 2
Toluene 8.876 X 10 ¢ 9 9.195X 10 4
Ethylbenzene 1.022X10° 10 1.048 X 10 3
Total Xylenes 9.568 X 10 ° 10 1.031X 10" 8

SPK CONC = Spiking Concentration;

% MS = Percent Recovery of MS; %MSD = Percent Recovery of MSD
RPD = Relative Percent Difference; ACP = Acceptable Range of Percent
INITIAL RF,,., = Average Response Factor From Initial Calibration

DAILY RF = Response Factor From Daily Calibration
% RSD = Percent Relative Standard Deviation; % DIFF = Percent Difference

Approved By: F ,u (ﬁﬁ X(‘%]I

Date: ) //// 75
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. COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

QA/QC Report
Client: EMCON Service Request No.: L.952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank
Sample Matrix: Soil
L Matrix Spike (MS)/Matrix Spike Duplicate (MSD)
Date Performed: 5/3/95
Batch No.: K050395
Lab Code: 1952192013
Reporting SPK % % ACP ACP
Analvte Units CONC MS MS MSD | MSD | RPD | % MS RPD
Benzene mg/Kg (ppm) | 0.0200 0.0185 92 0.0174 87 6 39-150 25
Toluene meg/Kg (ppm) | 0.0200 § 0.0186 93 0.0175 88 6 46-148 25
Ethylbenzene mg/Kg (ppm) | 0.0200 0.0192 96 0.0181 90 6 32-160 25
IL Laboratory Quality Control Check Sampie
Date Performed: 5/3/95
Batch No.: K050395
Lab Code: L.952192-L.CS
Reporting
Analvte Units SPK CONC Result % Recovery ACP %
Benzene mg/Kg (ppm) 0.0200 0.0211 106 80-120
Toluene mg/Kg (ppm) 0.0200 0.0212 106 80-120
Ethylbenzene mg/Kg (ppm) 0.0200 0.0219 110 80-120
IIL Calibration Standards
INITIAL RF,,, % RSD DAILY RF % DIFF W/RF,,,
Analvte Date: 2/21/95 <20% Date: 5/3/95 <t 15%
Benzene 8.532X 10 8 7.807 X 10* 8
Toluene 3.876 X 10 ¢ 9 8.257X 10 7
Ethyvibenzene 1.022 X 10°* 10 9.412X 10 3
Total Xylenes 9.568 X 10 10 9.248X 10 ¢ 3
SPK CONC = Spiking Concentration;
% MS = Percent Recovery of MS; %MSD = Percent Recovery of MSD
RPD = Relative Percent Difference; ACP = Acceptable Range of Percent
INITIAL RF,,. = Average Response Factor From Initial Calibration
DAILY RF = Response Factor From Daily Calibration
% RSD = Percent Relative Standard Deviation; % DIFF = Percent Difference
Approved By: g'.‘u {JLQ MM Date: J“\'////?.S
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Client:
Project:

Sampie Matrix:

Sample Name

B-1,5°

B-1,10'
B-1,15'
B-1,20'
B-1,25'
B-1,30'
B-1,35'
B-1,40°
B-2,5'

B-2,10'
B-2,15'
B-2,20'
B-2,25'
B-2,30'
B-2,35'
B-2,40'
B-3,5'

NA

SUR1/062994

EMCON

COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC,

QA/QC Report

Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank

Soil

Not Applicable

Surrogate Recovery Sumimary
Hydrocarbon Scan/Fuel Characterization
EPA Method Modified 8015/California DHS LUFT Method

Lab Code

L952192-001
1952192-002
L952192-003
L952192-004
1952192-005
1952192006
1952192-007
1952192-008
1952192009
1952192010
1952192-011
1952192012
1952192013
L952192-014
L952192-015
1952192016
1952192017

Service Request:
Date Collected:
Date Received:
Date Extracted:
Date Analyzed: NA

Percent Recovery

p-Terphenyl

82
54
75
93
85
79
81
85
72
53
86
g3
69
93
89
78
70

CAS Acceptance Limits:  50-140

1952192
NA
NA
NA

1952192 XLS ~ B01 S5rms /1295

-/

/
Approved By: (C 7/(1(0 MM

Date: . 01/55
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

QA/QC Report
Client: EMCON Service Request: 1.952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank Date Collected: NA
Sample Matrix: Soil Date Received: NA
Date Extracted: NA
Date Analyzed: NA
Surrogate Recovery Summary

Hydrocarbon Scan/Fuel Characterization
EPA Method Modified 8015/California DHS LUFT Method

Percent Recovery

Sample Name Lab Code p -Terphenyl
B-3,15' L952192-018 74
B-3,20 L952192-019 70
B-3,25' L952192-020 81
B-3,30' L952192-021 70
B-3,35' L952192-022 80
B-3,40' L952192-023 83
B4,5' L952192-024 *
B-4,10' 1.952192-025 *
B-5,5' L952192-026 85
B-5,10' L952192-027 39
B-5,15' L952192-028 91
Method Blank L952192-MB 100
Method Blank L952192-MB 119
Matrix Spike L952192-8MS 116
Duplicate Matrix Spike L952192-8DMS 88
Matrix Spike L952192-23MS 62
Duplicate Matrix Spike 1952192-23DMS 90

CAS Acceptance Limits: 50-140

NA Not Applicable
* Not Applicable because of the sample matrix. The gas chromatogram showed target
components that interfered with determination of the surrogate.

Approved By: &A[’l Lo MJM pate: S00/25

SUR1/062994
L952192.XLS - 8015sras (2) 1295 Page No:




COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

QA/QC Report
Client: EMCON Service Request No.: L952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank
Sample Matrix: Soil
L Matrix Spike (MS)/Matrix Spike Duplicate (MSD)
Date Performed: 5/6/95
Batch No.: F050595
Lab Code: 1952192-008
Reporting SPK % % ACP ACP

Analvte Units CONC MS MS MSD | MSD RPD % MS RPD
Diesel mg/Kg (ppm) 200 248 124 218 109 13 70-140 25
1 8 Laboratory Quality Control Check Sample
Date Performed: 5/6/95
Batch No.: F050595
Lab Code: 1.952192-LCS

Reporting

Analvte Units SPK CONC Result % Recovery ACP %
Diesel mg/Kg (ppm) 200 213 106 80-120
L Calibration Standards

INITIAL RF,,. % RSD DAILY RF % DIFF W/RF,,,

Analvte Date: 5/2/95 <20% Date: 5/5/95 <+15%

Diesel 1.137X 10 11 1.096 X 10 4

SPK CONC = Spiking Concentration;
% MS = Percent Recovery of MS; %MSD = Percent Recovery of MSD
RPD = Relative Percent Difference; ACP = Acceptable Range of Percent

INITIAL RF,,,= Average Response Factor From Initial Calibration

DAILY RF = Response Factor From Daily Calibration
% RSD = Percent Relative Standard Deviation; % DIFF = Percent Difference

Approved By:

WBPHQCR62794
L952192.XLS - phwbd V1295

cudi dehonit
] )

.Date: 54/44 ;5
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

QA/QC Report
Client: EMCON Service Request No.: 1952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank
Sample Matrix: Soil
L Matrix Spike (MS)/Matrix Spike Duplicate (MSD)
Date Performed: 5/6/95
Batch No:: F050595
Lab Code: L952192-023
Reporting SPK % % ACP ACP

Analvte Units CONC MS MS | MSD | MSD| RPD % MS RPD
Diesel mg/Kg (ppm) | 200 174 87 204 102 16 70-140 25
IL Laboratory Quality Control Check Sampie

. Date Performed: 5/8/95
Batch No.: F050895
Lab Code: L952192-L.CS
Reporting

Analvte Units SPK CONC Result % Recovery ACP %
Diesel mg/Kg (ppm) 200 176 838 80-120
L Calibration Standards

INITIAL RF,,, % RSD DAILY RF % DIFF W/RF,,,

Analvte Date: 5/2/95 < 20% Date: 5/5/95 <+ 15%

Diesel 1.137X10° 11 1.002X 10~ 13

SPK CONC = Spiking Concentration;
% MS = Percent Recovery of MS; %MSD = Percent Recovery of MSD
RPD = Relative Percent Difference; ACP = Acceptable Range of Percent

INITIAL RF,,,= Average Response Factor From Initial Calibration

DAILY RF = Response Factor From Daily Calibration
% RSD = Percent Relative Standard Deviation; % DIFF = Percent Difference

Approved By:

WBPHQCAEL B

LO52192.X1S - phwvh () 1293

Date: <ﬁ//// %
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

QA/QC Report
Client: 'EMCON Service Request No.: 1.952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank
Sample Matrix: Soil
oL Calibration Standards
INITIAL RF,.. % RSD DAILY RF % DIFF W/RF,,.
Analvte Date: 512/95 < 20% Date: 5/6/95 <£15%
Diesel LI37X10" 11 1.166 X 10~ 3

SPK CONC = Spiking Concentration;

% MS = Percent Recovery of MS; %MSD = Percent Recovery of MSD

RPD = Relative Percent Difference; ACP = Acceptable Range of Percent
INITIAL RF,,.= Average Response Factor From Initial Calibration

DAILY RF = Response Factor From Daily Calibration

% RSD = Percent Relative Standard Deviation; % DIFF = Percent Difference

WEPHQUAO62794
LOSUILYLS - tphwb (3) 1255

Approved By: &J,O/ {£ M a@::)f Date: }Z/;Z /ﬁ
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Client:
Project:
Sample Matrix:

QA/QC Report

Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank

COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

Service Request No.: 1.952192

IIL Calibration Standards
INITIAL REF,,. % RSD DAILY RF % DIFF W/RF,,.
Analvte Date: 512/95 < 20% Date: 5/8/95 <+t 15%
Diesel r37xi1o 11 1.029 X 10 10

SPK CONC = Spiking Concentration;

% MS = Percent Recovery of MS; %MSD = Percent Recovery of MSD
RPD = Relative Percent Difference; ACP = Acceptable Range of Percent
INITIAL RF,. = Average Respons¢ Factor From Initial Calibration

DAILY RF = Response Factor From Daily Calibration
% RSD = Percent Relative Standard Deviation; % DIFF = Percent Difference

Date: 6//// )

WRBPHQC/062754
L952192.XLS - tphwb (4) /1295

Approved By: E ! ./)/Iﬁ /X/‘ ,%,WA,#
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

QA/QC Report

Client: EMCON Service Request: 1952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank Date Collected: NA
Sample Matrix: Soil Date Received: NA

Date Extracted: NA

Date Analyzed: NA

Surrogate Recovery Summary
Base Neutral/Acid Semivolatile Organic Compounds
EPA Methods 3550/8270

Percent Recovery

Sampie Name Lab Code 2FP PHL TBP NBZ FBP TPH
B4, L952192-024 93 99 61 67 76 88
B4,10' 1.952192-025 111 117* 101 79 110 57
B-5,5' L952192-026 98 113 54 77 89 102
B-5,10' L952192-027 98 108 49 71 83 95
B-5,15' 1.952192-028 94 110 -1 69 Iy 98
Method Blank L952192-MB 113 110 81 89 94 106
Matrix Spike L952192-28MS 91 100 69 76 75 93
Duplicate Matrix Spike . L952192-28DMS 81 90 67 69 .73 85
CAS Acceptance Limits: 25-121 24-113 19-122 23-128 30-115 18-137

2FP 2-Fluorophenol
PHL Phenol-Dg
TBP 2,4,6-Tribromophenol
NBZ Nitrobenzene-Ds
FBP 2-Fluorobiphenyl
TPH Terphenyl-Dy,
NA Not Applicable
* The USEPA allows up to two surrogate recoveries (one acid and one base/neutral) to be

outside of acceptance limits, without requiring reanalysis, according to the 2/38 Contract

Laboratory Program Statement of work.
Approved By:

SURSEREE 5 - zamsrs 571295
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

QA/QC Report
Client: EMCON Service Request: 1952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank Date Collected: NA
Sample Matrix: Soil Date Received: NA

Date Extracted: 5/2/95
Date Analyzed: 5/3/95

Matrix Spike/Duplicate Matrix Spike Summary
Base Neutral/Acid Semivolatile Organic Compounds
EPA Methods 3550/8270

Units: mg/Kg (ppm)

Sample Name: B-5,15'

Lab Code: L952192-028
Percent Recovery
CAS Relative
Spike Level Sample Spike Resuit Acceptance  Percent
Analyte MS DMS Resnmit MS DMS MS DMS Limits  Difference
Phenol 1.67 167 ND 151 1.41 90 84 26-90 7
2-Chlorophenol 1.67 167 ND 1.59 137 95 . 82 25-102 15
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 1.67 167 ND 137 1.14 82 68 28-104 18
N-Nitrosodi-n-propylamine 167 167 ND 177 1.56 106 93 41-126 13
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 1.67 1.67 ND 1.20 1.02 72 61 38-107 16
4-Chloro-3-methylphenol 1.67 167 ND 1.40 1.30 84 78 26-103 7
Acenaphthene 1.67 1.67 ND 1.64 1.49 98 89 31-137 10
4-Nitrophenol 1.67 1.67 ND 0.79 1.13 47 68 11-114 35
2,4-Dinitrotoluene 1.67 1.67 ND 137 069 82 41 28-89 66
Pentachlorophenol 1.67 167 ND 067 055 40 33 17-109 20
Pyrene 1.67 1.67 ND 1.73 1.53 104 92 35-142 12
NA Not Applicable
ND Nonpe Detected at or above reporting limit.
Approved By: (C;J/{LQ W Date: 5////25
DMSIS060194
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

QA/QC Report
Client: EMCON Service Request: 1952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank Date Collected: NA
LCS Matrix: Soil Date Received: NA

Date Extracted: 5/2/95
Date Analyzed: 5/3/95

Laboratory Control Sample Summary
Base Neutral/Acid Semivolatile Organic Compounds
EPA Methods 3510/8270
Units: mg/Kg (ppm)

CAS
Percent
Recovery
True Percent Acceptance
Analyte Value Result Recovery Limits
Phenol 1.67 1.60 96 5-112
2-Chlorophenol 1.67 1.63 93 23-134
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 1.67 1.61 96 20-124
N-Nitrosodi-n-propylamine 1.67 1.88 126 D-230
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene . 1.67 1.36 81 44-142
4-Chloro-3-methyiphenol 1.67 1.49 89 22-147
Acenaphthene 1.67 1.72 103 47-145
4-Nitrophenol . 1.67 111 66 D-132
2,4-Dinitrotoluene 1.67 1.53 92 39-139
Pentachlorophenol 1.67 0.97 58 14-176
Pyrene 1.67 1.82 109 52-115
NA Not Applicable
D Detected; result must be greater than zero.
Approved By: (C; l/f(ﬂ W Date: 5////?5
LCSN50194 ] \j
L9S2192.XLS - 82701csw /1295 Page No



COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.
QA/QC Report
Client: EMCON Service Request: 1952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank
Date Analyzed: 5/3/95

Continuing Calibration Verification (CCV) Summary
Base Neutral/Acid Semivolatile Organic Compounds

EPA Method 8270
Average Percent
Calibration Relative Daily -
Response Standard Response Percent
Factor Deviation Factor Difference

Analyte (RF...) (%RSD) (RF) (%DIFF)
Phenol 0.847 16 0.870 3
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 0.789 20 . 0.868 10
2-Nitrophenol 0.252 17 0.226 10
2,4-Dichlorophenol 0.324 6 0.321 1
Hexachlorobutadiene . 0.238 10 0.208 12
4-Chloro-3-methylphenol 0.384 5 0.381 1
2,4,6-Trichlorophenol 0.396 4 0.387 2
Acenaphthene 1.018 10 1.151 13
N-Nitrosodiphenvlamine 0.361 18 0.428 18
Fluoranthene ) 1.087 2 1.305 20
Benzo (a) pyrene 0.973 2 1.012 4
D-n-octylphthalate 1.693 7 1.811 7
Pentachlorophenol 0.165 17 0.180 9

Approved By: &(I/LQ /4/{ /M Date: 5//// ¢a

CCV40RF/060194 Lj
L952192.X1S - 82T0cee /1295
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Client:
Project:

Sample Name

ICV
CCV1

Approved By: _

CCVIA/D60154

COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

EMCON

Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank

QA/QC Report

Service Request: 1952192

Date Analyzed: 5/5/95

Initial and Continuing Calibration Verification (ICV and CCV) Summary

EPA Method 9045

True
Value

421
10.00

aduz MWU;#

Result

4.28
10.00

Percent
Recovery

102
100

Date: 5////%

L952192.XLS - gengocy 5/11/9
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Client:
Project:

Sample Name

ICV
CCVl1

Approved By:

CCVIA/DGDI94

COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.
QA/QC Report

EMCON Service Request: 1.952192
Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank Date Analyzed: 5/10/95

Initial and Continuing Calibration Verification ICV and CCV) Summary
Hexavalent Chromium
EPA Methods 3060/7196A

Units: mg/L (ppm)

True " Percent

Value Result Recovery
0.46 0.43 93
0.46 0.44 96

(Sm[uz M@M Date: S/ R5

L952192.XLS - gengesv (2) SI! S
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

QA/QC Report
Client: EMCON " Service Request: 1952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank Date Collected: NA
Sample Matrix: Soil Date Received: NA
Date Extracted: NA
Date Analyzed: 5/5/95
Duplicate Summary
pH
EPA Method 9045
pH (Units)
Duplicate Relative
Sample Sample Percent
Sample Name Lab Code Resuit = Result Average Difference
B-4,5’ L952192-024 9.94 10.38 10.16 4
NA Not Applicable
MRL Method Reporting Limit
ND None Detected at or above the method reporting limit

Approved By: EU//LQ J’ /4 W Date: & //// X

DUPLA/0G0I94
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

QA/QC Report
Client: EMCON Service Request:
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank Date Collected:
Sample Matrix: Soil Date Received:

Date Analvzed:

Initial and Continuing Calibration Blank (ICB and CCB) Summary

Hexavalent Chromium
EPA Methods 3060/7196A
Units: mg/L (ppm)
Sample Name MDL Result
ICB 0.1 ND
CCB1 0.1 ND
MDL Method Detection Limit.
ND None Detected at or above the method detection limit.
NA Not Applicable

Approved By: &JA Y, Mﬁ'ﬁj Date: ., //// 5

ICCBMDLAO61 354 (_j
L9S2192.XLS - gengechl /1298
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

QA/QC Report
Client: EMCON Service Request: 1952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co.,'99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank Date Collected: NA
LCS Matrix: Water Date Received: NA

Date Extracted: NA
Date Analyzed: 5/10/95

Laboratory Control Sample Summary
Hexavalent Chromium
EPA Methods 3060/7196A

Units: mg/L (ppm)

CAS
Percent
. Recovery
True Percent Acceptance
Analyte Value Result Recovery Limits
Cr® 0.50 0.43 86 75-125
ce® 0.50 0.44 88 75-125
NA Not Applicable
Approved By: (C /uﬂl(ﬁ W pate: 5/ /95
umn_xx.s genics] V1295 / Page No..



Client:
Project:

Sample Matrix:

Sample Name:
Lab Code:

Analyte

Cr®

NA

COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

QA/QC Report
EMCON Service Request: 1952192
Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank Date Collected: NA
Soil ) Date Received: NA

Date Extracted: NA
Date Analyzed: 5/10/95

Matrix Spike/Duplicate Matrix Spike Summary
Hexavalent Chromium
EPA Methods 3060/7196A

Units: mg/Kg (ppm)

B-4,5'
L952192-024
Percent Recovery
CAS Relative
Spike Level Sample Spike Resuit Acceptance  Percent
MS DMS Result MS DMS MS DMS Limits  Difference

0.50 0.50 ND 0.39 0.39 78 78 40-140 <1

None Detected at or above the method reporting limit.
Not Applicable

DMS1S060194

L952192.XLS - genms4 51295

Approved By: 8 Af/lﬁ J,ﬂ/]\é | Date: - 24/24 3\5
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

QA/QC Report
Client: EMCON . Service Request: 1.952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank
Sample Matrix: Soil
EPA Method 8260

Reporting Units: ug/Kg (ppb)

L Matrix Spike (MS)/Matrix Spike Duplicate (MSD)
Date Performed: 5/4/95
Batch No.: 050495
Lab Code: L952161

: % ACP.| ACP

[1)

Analyte SPK CONC MS % MS | MSD MSD RPD %MS RPD
1, 1-Dichloroethene 5.00 4.33 87 5.36 107 21 59-172 22
Benzene 5.00 528 105 5.79 116 9 66-142 24
Trichloroethene 5.00 5.00 100 5.88 118 16 62-137 24
Toluene 5.00 4.62 92 496 99 7 59-139 21
Chlorobenzene 5.00 4.66 93 5.05 101 8 60-133 21
IL Laboratory Quality Control Check Sample
Date Performed: 5/4/95
Batch No.: 050495
Lab Code: L952192-LCS
Analyte SPK CONC Result % Recovery ACP %
I, 1-Dichloroethene 5.00 458 — % 80-120
Benzene 5.00 4.28 86 80-120
Trichloroethene 5.00 431 86 80-120
Toluene 5.00 4.64 93 80-120
Chlorobenzene 5.00 458 92 80-120

SPK CONC = Spiking Concentration;
% MS = Percent Recovery of MS; %MSD = Percent Recovery of MSD
.RPD = Relative Percent Difference; ACP = Acceptable Range of Percent

pate: S/17 /35
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

QA/QC Report

Client: EMCON Service Request: 1952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank
L Calibration Standard - EPA Method 8260 (Appendix IT)
Most Recent Initial Calibration Date:  1/30/95
Daily Calibration Date: 5/4/95
Supply Source: AccuStandard

Initial % Diff
Analyte RF,.. % RSD Daily RF w/RF,,,
Bromobenzene 0.507 11 0.537 6
Bromochloromethane 0.362 7 0.425 17
Bromodichloromethane _ 0.712 9 0.682 4
Bromoform 0.496 13 0.531 7
Bromomethane 0.387 4 0418 8
Carbon tetrachloride 1.009 7 0.880 . 13
Chloroethane 0.225 7 0.260 16
Chloroform . 1.181 4 1.101 ‘ 7
Chloromethane 0.598 8 0.489 18
Dibromochloromethane 0.520 10 0.545 5
Dibromomethane 0.378 8 0.391 3
Dichloromethane (Methylene chloride) 0.620 10 0.513 .17
Dichlorodifluoromethane 0.649 10 0.377 42
1,1-Dicbloroethane (1,1-DCA) 1.215 7 -1.196 2
1,2-Dichloroethane (1,2-DCA) 0.812 8 0.800 1
1,1-Dichloroethylene (1,1-DCE) 0.442 3 0.399 10
cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene k 0.532 5 0.391 27
trans-1,2-Dichloroethylene 0.702 4 0.696 1
1,2-Dichloropropane 0.427 7 0.438 3
cis-1,3-Dichloropropylene 0.652 9 0.623
trans-1,3-Dichloropropylene - 0.611 9 0.548 10
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane 0.405 10 0.390 4
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 0.473 9 0.490 4
Tetrachloroethylene(PCE) 0.485 . 13 0.459
1,1,1-Trichloroethane (1,1,1-TCA) 1.006 4 0.897 11
1,1,2-Trichloroethane (1,1,2-TCA) 0.302 11 0.288 5
Trichloroethylene (TCE) 0.365 6 0417 14
1,2,3-Trichloropropane 0.466 6 0.523 12

Initial RFave = Average Response Factor From Initial Calibration
%RSD = Percent Relative Standard Deviation

Daily RF = Response Factor From Daily Calibration

%Diff w/RFave = Percent Difference with Average Response Factor

ADroYSd Br s o, F/;},,&g M/zrzu%{, pate: 5/// 75
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

QA/QC Report

Client: EMCON Service Request: 1.952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank :
oL Calibration Standard - EPA Method 8260 (Appendix IT)
Most Recent [nitial Calibration Date: 1/30/95
Daily Calibration Date: 5/4/95
Supply Source: AccuStandard

Initial % Diff
Analyte RF... % RSD Daily RF w/RE,,.
Trichlorofluoromethane 0.952 ] 0.858 10
Viny! chloride (VC) 0.304 7 0.298 2
Benzene 0.930 6 1.123 21
Chlorobenzene 0.960 11 1.010 5
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 0.790 11 0.894 13
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 0.815 7 0.891 9
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 0.802 9 0.920 15
Ethyl benzene 1.426 8 1.459 2
Toluene 0.742 8 0.797 7
m,p-Xylenes 0.518 8 0.579 12
o-Xylene 0.479 7 0.481 <1
Acetone 0.199 5 0.194 3
n-Butylbenzene 1.383 12 1.213 12
sec-Butylbenzene 1.772 13 1.727 3
tert-Butylbenzene 1.169 11 1.189
2-Chloroethylvinyl ether 0.277 16 0.090 68
2-Chlorotoluene 1.253 7 1.153 8
4-Chlorotoluene 1.257 9 1.228 2
1,3-Dichloropropane 0.585 11 0.578 1
2,2-Dichloropropane 0.985 6 0.903 8
1,1-Dichloropropylene 0.804 5 0.731 9
Ethylene dibromide (EDB) 0.553 11 0.543 2
Hexachlorobutadiene : 0.429 10 0.513 20
Isopropylbenzene 1.512 11 1.486 ' 2
p-Isopropyltoluene 1.169 11 1.189 2
Methyl Ethyl Ketone 0.178 4 0.215 21
Methy!l Isobutyl Ketone 0.364 5 0.449 23
Naphthalene 1.177 4 1.282 9

Initial RFave = Average Response Factor From Initia] Calibration
%RSD = Percent Relative Standard Deviation

Daily RF = Response Factor From Daily Calibration

%Diff w/RFave = Percent Difference with Average Response Factor

Approved By:« : ’ Date: S /// / 95
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.
Analytical Report

Client: EMCON Service Request: 1.952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank
Sample Matrix: Soil

Reporting Units: mg/Kg (ppm)

*DATE ANALYZED 5/2/95 5/2/95 5/2/95 5/2/95‘
DILUTION FACTOR 1 1 1 1
LAB SAMPLE ID.| 1952192-014 1L.952192-015 1952192016 1952192017
CLIENT SAMPLE LD. B-2,30 B-2,35' B-2,40' B-3,5'
BTEX (EPA 8020) MDL
Benzene 0.0005 ND ND ND ND
Toluene 0.0005 ND ND ND ND
Ethylbenzene 0.0005 ND ND ND 0.0041
Total Xylenes 0.002 ND ND ND 0.033
Surrogate Spk Conc| ACP% % RC % RC % RC % RC
4-Bromoflucrobenzene 50 60-130 86 83 78 87

*Date Analyzed = Date Extracted using Purge and Trap Technology (EPA Method 5030)
MDL = Method Detection Limit; MB = Method Blank; ND = Not Detected (Below MDLY,
Spk Conc = Spike Concentration; ACP % = Acceptable Range of Percent; % RC = % Recovery

Approved By: . Date:- S / /// ?5

WEPHB/O62794 R
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.
Analytical Report
Client: EMCON Service Request: 1952192

Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank
Sample Matrix: Soil

Reporting Units: mg/Kg (ppm)

*DATE ANALYZED|  5/2/95 5/2/95 572195 5/3/95
DILUTION FACTOR 1 1 1 1
LAB SAMPLELD.| L952192-018 1952192019 1952192020 £952192-021
CLIENT SAMPLE LD, B-3,15' B-3,20 B-3,25' B-3,30"
BTEX (EPA 8020) MDL

Benzene 0.0005 ND ND ND ND
Toluene 0.0005 ND ND ND ND
Ethylbenzene 0.0005 0.0028 ND ND ND
Total Xylenes 0.002 0.027 ND ND ND

Surrogate Spk Conc| ACP% % RC % RC % RC % RC
4-Bromofluorobenzene 50 60-130 71 90 87 91

*Date Analyzed = Date Extracted using Purge and Trap Technology (EPA Method 5030)
MDL = Method Detection Limit; MB = Method Blank; ND = Not Detected (Below MDLY),
Spk Conc = Spike Concentration; ACP % = Acceptabie Range of Percent; % RC = % Recovery

Approved By: &1 d LQ ' Date: 5‘/ // / ?5

WRPHB/D62794
1.952192.XL5 - wh8020w (6) S12/95 ) Page No.:



Client: EMCON
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank

Sample Matrix: Soil

COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

Analytical Report

Reporting Units: mg/Kg (ppm)

Service Request: 1.952192

*DATE ANALYZED 5/3/95 5/3/95
DILUTION FACTOR 1 1
LAB SAMPLELD.| 1952192-022 1.952192-023
CLIENT SAMPLE LD. B-3,35' B-3,40'
BTEX (EPA 8020) MDL

Benzene 0.0005 ND ND
Toluene 0.0005 ND ND
étﬂylbenzcne 0.0005 ND ND
Total Xylenes 0.002 ND ND

Surrogate Spk Conc{ ACP% % RC % RC
4-Bromofluorobenzene 50 60-130 83 87

*Date Analyzed = Date Extracted using Purge and Txﬁp Technology (EPA Method 5030)
MDL = Method Detection Limit; MB = Method Blank; ND = Not Detected (Below MDL),

Spk Conc = Spike Concentration; ACP % = Acceptable Range of Percent; % RC = % Recovery

Approved By: (C urluz L%A ij—

WBPHB/062794

1952192 XLS - wbB020w (7) {¥12/95

J

Date: ’ S {224 ;,Ei: S




Client:
Project:

Sample Matrix:

Sample Name

B-1,5'

B-1,10'
B-1,15'
B-1,20
B-1,25%
B-1,30'
B-1,35'
B-1,40'
B-2,5'

B-2,10*
B-2,15'
B-2,20'
B-2,25'
B-2,30
B-2,35'
B-2,40
B-3,5'

ND
NA

Approved By:

EMCON

COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC,

Analytical Report

Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank

Soil

Service Request:
Date Collected:
Date Received:

Date Extracted:

Hydrocarbon Scan/Fuel Characterization'
EPA Method Modified 8015/California DHS LUFT Method

Lab Code

L952192-001

L952192-002
L952192-003
1.952192-004
L952192-005
1L952192-006
L952192-007
1L952192-008
L952192-009
L952192-010
L952192-011
L952192-012
L952192-013
L952192-014
L952192-015
L952192-016
L952192-017

MRL Resuit

Units: mg/Kg (ppm)
Date
Analyzed

5/5/95 - 10
5/5/95 10
5/5/95 10
5/5/95 10
5/6/95 10
5/6/95 10
5/5/95 10
5/5/95 10
5/5/95 10
5/5/95 10
5/5/95 10
5/5/95 10
5/5/95 10
5/5/95 10
5/5/95 10
5/5/95 10
5/6/95 10

Fuel Characterization

None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None

5586558686558888888¢8

Hydrocarbon Scan/Fuel Characterization represents a hydrocarbon scan C, thru Cs, hydrocarbons.
Method Reporting Limit

None Detected at or above the method reporting Limit

Not Applicable

Date: 5////95

a?lm M

RSP %0 s - so1ste w1295

1952192
4/28/95
5/1/95
5/2/95

Hydrocarbon
Range

NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA

Page No:



COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC,

QA/QC Report

Client: EMCON . Service Request: 1.952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank .
mL Calibration Standard - EPA Method 8260 (Appendix IT)
Most Recent Initial Calibration Date: 1/30/95
Daily Calibration Date: 5/4/95
Supply Source: AccuStandard

Initial % Diff
Analyte RF,.. % RSD Daily RF w/RF,,.
n-Propylbenzene 1.860 11 1.809 3
Styrene ‘ 0.991 8 1.055 6
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 0.801 8 0.712 11
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 0.644 3 0.747 16
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 1.661 5 1.358 - 18
1,3,5-Trimethvibenzene 1.237 4 0.186 85
1,1,2-Trichloro-1,2,2-Trifluoroethane 0.416 8 "0.385 7
1,2-Dibromo-3-chloropropane (DBCP) 0.147 11 0.206 40

Initial RFave = Average Response Factor From Initial Calibration
%RSD = Percent Relative Standard Deviation

Daily RF = Response Factor From Daily Calibration

%Diff w/RFave = Percent Difference with Average Response Factor

Approved By: Y Date: 5/// / 7S
VYRE R e 51295/ Page No:
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25 CANOGA AVENUE » CANOGA PARK, CA 91303
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LABORATORIES, INC.
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ATTACHMENT 5

STOCKPILE SAMPLE ANALYTICAL REPORT
AND CHAIN-OF-CUSTODY DOCUMENTATION



PR AR

FIELD SERVICES o
: COPY GOLDEN STATE/CAS

LABORATORIES. INC.

March 21, 1995

Sally Bilodeau

EMCON "Associates

3300 North San Fernando Blvd.
Burbank, CA 91504

Re:_ Jergens / 99 Verdugo Avenue, Burbank

Dear Sally:

Enclosed are the results of the samples submitted to our lab on March 9. 1995. For your
reference. these analyses have been assigned our service request number L951607.

All"analyses were performed in accordance with our laboratory’s quality assurance program.
Golden State / CAS is certified for environmental analyses by the California Department of
Health Services (Certificate # 1296/Expiration - August 1996).

Please call if .you have any questions.

Respecttully submitted,

Golden State/CAS Laboratories, Inc.

Flrne R S

Elaine R. Thomas
Project Chemist

ET/iz



COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

Analytical Report
Client: . EMCON Associates
Project: Jergens/99 Verdugo
Sample Matrix: Soil
Total Lead
EPA Methods 3050/6010

Units: mg/Kg (ppm)

Sample Name Lab Code MRL
SP-4 1.951607-004 35
Mecthod Blank 1L951607-MB 3
MRL Method Reporting Limut.

ND None Dctected at or above the method reporting limit.

Approved By: g/ &‘4& \//6,,.44_,

Service Request:
Date Collected:
Date Reccived:

Date Extracted:
Date Analyzed:

Resuit

17
ND

Date: 3/0?/ /ii’

AMR1/06D194

L951607
3/8/95
3/9/95
NA
3/20/95



COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

Analvtical Report

Client: EMCON Associates Service Request: 1951607
. Project: Jergens/99 Verdugo Date Collected: 3/8/95
Sample Matrix:  Soil Date Received: 3/9/95

Date Extracted: NA

BTEX
EPA Methods 5030/8020
Total
Analytcc  Benzene Toluene  Ethylbenzene Xylenes
Units: mg/Kg (ppm) mg/Kg(ppm) me/Kg (ppm) me/Kg (ppm)
Method Reporting Limit: 0.050 0.050 0.050 0.050
Date
Sample Name Lab Code Analyzed
SP-1 L951607-001 3/10/93 ND ND ND ND
SP-2 L951607-002 3710793 ND ND ND ND
SP-3 L951607-003 3/1193 ND ND ND ND
Sp4 L951607-004 371195 ND ND ND ND
SP-5 L951607-003 371795 ND ND ND ND
SP-6 . L951607-006 3/11/95 ND ND ND ND
Sp-7 L951607-007 3193 ND ND ND ND
SP-8 L951607-008 3/11/93 ND ND ND ND
sp-9 L951607-009 311195 ND ND ND ND
SP-10 L951607-010 3/13/95 . ND ND ND ND
SP-11 L951607-011 313795 ND ND ND ND
SP-12 L951607-012 3/13/95 ND ND ND ND
SP-13 1951607013 3/13/95 ND ND ND ND
SP-14 L951607-014 3/14/95 ND ND ND ND
SP-15 L951607-015 3/14/95 ND ND ND ND
SP-16 . L951607-016 3/14/95 ND ND ND ND
SP-17 L951607-017  3/14/95 ND ND ND ND
SP-18 L951607-018 3/14/95 ND ND ND ND
SP-19 1951607019 3/14/95 ND ND ND ND
Method Blank L951607-MB 3110/95 ND ND ND ND
NA Not Applicable
MRL Method Reporting Limit.
ND None Detected at or above the method reporting limit.

Approved By: %.Jé %l(/ Date: 3-2/. 71

SAbexg 209074




Client:
Praject:

Sample Matrix:

Sample Name

SP-1
Sp-2
SP-3
SP-4
SP-3
SP-6
SP-7
SP-8
SP-9
SP-10
SP-11
SP-12
SP-13
SP-14
SP-15
SP-16
SP-17
SP-18
SP-19
Method Blank

NA
ND
%

Approved By:

>Aboeg 2090704

"

COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

Analytical Report
EMCON Associates Service Request:
Jergens/99 Verdugo Date Collected:
Soil Date Received:
Date Extracted:

Hydrocarbon Scan/Fuel Characterization
EPA Method Modified 8015/California DHS LUFT Method

Analyte: Gasoline*
Units: mg/Kg (ppm)
Method Reporung Limut: 10
Date
Lab Code Analyzed
1951607-001 3/14/95 ND
L951607-002 3/14/95 I4
L951607-003 3/14/95 ND
L951607-004 3/14/95 ND
L951607-005 3/14/95 ND
L951607-006 3/14/95 ND
L951607-007 3/14/95 ND
L951607-008 3/14/95 ND
L951607-009 3/14/95 ND
L951607-010 3/15/95 ND
1951607-011 3/15/95 ND
L951607-012 3/15/95 ND
L951607-013 3/15/95 ND
L951607-014 3/15/95 ND
L951607-015 3/15/95 ND
L951607-016 3/15/95 ND
L951607-017 3/15/95 ND
L951607-018 3/15/95 ND
L951607-019 3/15/95 ND
L951607-MB 3/15/95 . ND
Not Applicable

None Detected at or above the method reporting limut.
Result indicates hydrocarbons detected in the time range-of C.-C-.
Resuit indicates hydrocarbons detected in the time range of C:2-Caa.

Fl & M

Date:

L951607
3/8/95
3/9/95-
3/14/95

Diesel**
mg/Kg (ppm)
10

St




Client:
Project:

EMCON Associates
Jergens/99 Verdugo

Sample Matrix: Soil

Sample Name

SP-1
SP-2
SP-3
SP-4
SP-35
SP-6
SP-7
SP-8
SP-9
SP-10
SP-11
SP-12
SP-13
SP-14
. SP-15
SP-16
SP-17
SP-18
SP-19
Method Blank

NA

Approved By

SURLD62994

Not Applicable

~

,
s
’

.

COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

QA/QC Report

Surrogate Recovery Summary

BTEX

'EPA Methods 5030/8020

Lab Code

L951607-001
L951607-002
L951607-003
L951607-004
L951607-005
L951607-006
L951607-007
L951607-008
L951607-009
L951607-010
L951607-011
L951607-012
L951607-013
L951607-014
L951607-015
L951607-016
L951607-017
L951607-018
£951607-019
L951607-MB

Service Request:
Date Collected:
Date Received:

Date Extracted:
Date Analyzed:

L951607
NA
NA
NA
NA

Percent Recovery
4-Bromofluorobenzenc

66

116

CAS Acceptance Limits: 30-130

322 —




Client:
Project:

EMCON Associates
Jergens/99 Verdugo

Sémple Matrix: Soil

Sample Name

SP-1
Sp-2
SP-3
SP4
SP-5
SP-6
Sp-7
SP-8
SP-9
SP-10
SP-11
SP-12
SP-13
SP-14
SP-15
SP-16
SP-17
SP-18
SP-19
Method Blank

NA

Approved By:

QA/QC Report

Surrogate Recovery Summary
Hydrocarbon Scan/Fuel Characterization

COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

Service Request:
Date Collected:
Date Received:

Date Extracted:
Datc Analyzed:

EPA Method Modified 8015/California DHS LUFT Method

Not Applicable

Lab Code

L951607-001
L951607-002
L951607-003
L951607-004
L951607-005
LY51607-006
L951607-007
L9516074008
L951607-009
L951607-010
L951607-011
L951607-012
L951607-013
L951607-014
L951607-015
L951607-016
L951607-017
L951607-018
L951607-019
L951607-MB

SUR[ Do2904

L951607
NA
NA
NA
NA

Percent Recovery
p-Terphenyl

97
102
107
109
106
18
118
106
113
115

108
109
112
113
115
11
113
107
11
100

CAS Acceptance Limits:  50-140

g@»«—t @EJZ-D:HC: ‘3'/})/ /9'_{




BV iV vV, o oD

AN

LABORATORIES, INC.

6925 CANOGA AVENUE s CANOGA PARK, CA 91303
818 587-5550 = FAX #818 587-5555

CHAIN OF CUSTODY/LABORATORY ANALYSIS REQUEST FORM
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ATTACHMENT 6

WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIREMENTS
PERMIT DATED JULY 28, 1995



TEC
STATE OF CALIFORNIA—ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY PETE WILSON, Governor

CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
LOS ANGELES REGION

101 CENTRE PLAZA DRIVE
MONTEREY PARK, CA 91754-2156
(213) 2667500

FAX: (213) 2667600

July 28, 1995

Patricia Marshik

Staff Geologist

Emcon

3300 N. San Fernandc Blvd.
Burbank, CA 91504

WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIREMENTS FOR LISCHARGE OF DIESEL CONTAMINATED
SCIL - ANDREW JERGENS COMPANY AT ¢S5 VERDUGO AVENUE, BURBANK -
File No. 88-57-150(95) :

on July 13, 1995, you filed with this Board a report of waste
discharge for using up to 350 cubic yards of diesel contaminated
soil as backfill material on site.

We have reviewed the information provided and have determined that
the proposed discharge of this material meets the conditions
specified in Order No. 91-93, "General Waste Discharge Requirements
for Discharge of Non-Hazardous Contaminated Soils and Other Wastes
in Los Angeles River and Santa Clara River Basins", adopted by this
Board on July 22, 1991.

Enclosed are Waste Discharge Requirements, comprising:

1. General Waste Discharge Requirements
2. Monitoring and Reporting Program

Please note that the Monitoring and Reporting Program requires that
a report be submitted to this Board within 10 days of the
completion of disposal operations. The report shall reference the
above file number.

If you have any questions, please contact Juan Gonzalez at (213)
266-7555.

Q;ﬂwu (»Syxz(l

ROBERT P. GHIRELLI, D.Env.
Executive Officer
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State of California
CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD, LOS ANGELES REGION

ORDER NO. 91-93

~ GENERAL WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIREMENTS
) FOR :
DISCHARGE OF NON-HAZARDOUS CONTAMINATED SOILS AND OTHER WASTES
IN 10S ANGELES RIVER AND SANTA CLARA RIVER BASINS
(File No. 88-57)

The cCalifornia Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles
Region finds:

1. The California Water Code requires that any person
discharging wastes or proposing to discharge waste which
could affect the quality of the waters of the state shall
file a-Report of Waste Discharge with the Regional Board.
The Regional Board then shall prescribe requirements as
to the nature of the proposed or existing discharge.

2. Soils contaminated with moderate concentrations of
petroleum hydrocarbons, heavy metals and other special
wastes are considered to be wastes whose discharge could
affect the quality of the waters of the State.

3. Land disposal of these wastes to properly engineered and
managed Class III Waste Management Units (Landfills) is
proving to be an efficient and economical means of
mitigating the effects of such contaminated waste. The
threat to waters of the State is thereby eliminated or
reduced to non-significant levels. :

4. Each month this Board receives a large number of requests
for the disposal of soils contaminated with hydrocarbons
and other waste. For each such ' request, staff has to
determine the concentration of the significant
contaminants/pollutants in the waste, the regulatory
limits, if any, for the contaminants/pollutants, and the
potential impact on the waters of the State from the
disposal of the waste. Such requests are anticipated to
continue and far exceed the capacity of staff to review
and bring to the Board for consideration of individual
waste discharge requirements in a timely manner. These
circumstances create the need for an expedited system for
processing the numerous requests for disposal of these
moderately contaminated wastes.

June 12, 1991



General Waste bischarge Requirements File No. 88=~57
Discharge of Non-Hazardous Contaminated Soils

10.

The adoption of general waste discharge requirements for
the disposal of these non-hazardous contaminated soils
and other similar wastes would: a) simplify the
application process for dischargers, b) ‘allow more
efficient use of Regional Board staff time; and «c¢)
reduce Regional Board time by enabling the Executive
Officer to notify the discharger of the applicability of
the General Waste Discharge Requirements.

These .general waste discharge requirements for the
disposal of non-hazardous contaminated soils and other
similar waste up to 100,000 cubic yards for durations not
to exceed 90 days under direction o©of the Executive
Officer would benefit the public, staff, and the Board
by accelerating the review process without 1loss of
regulatory jurisdiction and oversight.

The Board adopted revised Water Quality Control Plans
for the Santa Clara River and Los Angeles River Basins
on October 22, 1990 and June 3, 1991, respectively. These
Water Quality cControl Plans contain water quality
objectives for ground water for all Hydrologic Subareas
within the Region. The requirements contained in this
Order, as they are met, will be in conformance with the
goals of the Water Quality Control Plans.

Beneficial uses of ground water in the Los Angeles Region
include xnunicipal and domestic supply, agricultural
supply, industrial process supply, and ground water
recharge. Beneficial uses for individual Hydrologic
Subareas are specified in the Water Quality Control
Plans.

The Class III Landfill disposal is a one time, short term
disposal, and is not anticipated to require in excess of
90 days to complete at which time these requirements will
expire.

The issuance of Waste Discharge Requirements for the
discharges subject to these general requirements is
exempt from the provisions of Chapter 3, (commencing with
Section 21100) of Division 13, of the Public Resources
Code pursuant to one or more of the following provisions:



General Waste Discharge Requirements File No. 88-57
Discharge of Non-Hazardous Contaminated Soils

11.

{(a) The lead agency has prepared an Environmental Impact
Report or a negative declaration based on findings
pursuant to California Code of Regulations, Title 14,
Chapter 3, Section 15070 which show that there will be
no significant impact on water quality: or

(b) The project would affect a minor alteration to the
condition of land, and is exempt in accordance with Title
14, Chapter 3, Section 15304, California Code of
Regulations.

These general waste discharge requirements are not
intended to alter or supersede any existing restrictions
or working arrangements relating to cleanup cases with
local governmental agencies.

The Board has notified interested agencies and persons of its
intent to adopt general waste discharge requirements for disposal
of hydrocarbon contaminated soils and other similar wastes and has
provides them with an opportunity to submit their written views and
recommendations. ‘

The Board in a public meeting heard and considered all comments
pertaining to the tentative reguirements.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT:

A.

APPLICABILITY

1. This Order shall serve as General Waste Discharge
Requirements for the discnarge of non-hazardous
contaminated soil and other similar wastes to
properly engineered and managed Waste Management
Units.

2. Upon receipt of a Report Waste Discharge describing
such discharge, the Executive O0Officer shall
determine if such discharge, a) involves 100,000
cubic yards or less of hydrocarbon contarinated soil
and/or other similar waste, b) involves contaminated
soils and/or other similar wastes at acceptable
levels as determined by the Executive Officer, but
total petroleum hydrocarbons (TPH) shall not exceed
an average concentration of 1,000 mg/kg, c) will be
completed within 90 days, and d) is covered by
adequate soil characterization of the nature and
extent of the soil contamination, and e) the threat
to ground water from such soil and/or other waste
discharge is rzduced to non-significant levels.

-3-



General Waste Discharge Requirements File No. 8B-57
Discharge of Non-Hazardous Contaminated Soils

In the event the Executive Officer so¢ finds, he
shall notify the applicant (hereinafter called the
Discharger) in writing that the proposed discharge
is subject to this COrder.

Notwithstanding the above provisions, individual
cases may be brought to the Board for adoption of
waste discharge requirements when deemed appropriate
by the Executive Officer.

WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIREMENTS

1.

No condition of pollution or nuisance shall be
caused by the handling of the wastes or. from any
excavation operation conducted in association with
this waste disposal operation.

Odors from the handling of these wastes shall not
be perceivable beyond the limits of the property
owned or controlled by the discharger.

All required state and 1local permits and/or
variances shall be obtained by the discharger prior
to commencing the disposal operations.

The discharge and disposal of waste shall be in
conformance with Title 23, Division 3, cChapter 15,
California Cede of Regulations "Discharge of Waste
to Land".

Wastes discharged shall be limited to material
obtained from one site only: no other wastes shall

.be imported and/or commingled with those wastes.

'Wastes may be discharged at a classified Waste

Management Unit in the Los Angeles Region, provided
the analyses are representative of the entire volume
of material and with the concurrence of the site
operator.

Waste discharged or reclaimed for reuse as soil
backfill shall not contain any substance in
concentrations toxic to human, animal, plant, or
aquatic life.



General Waste Discharge Reguirements File No. 88-57
Discharge of Non-Hazardous Contaminated Soils

8.

The discharge of wastes shall be to a legal point
of disposal or to a site approved by the Executive
Officer and in accordance with the provisions of
Division 7.5 of the Water Code. For the purposes of
these requirements, a legal disposal site is one for
which requirements have been established by a
California Regional Water Quality Control Board and
which is in ~compliance therewith.

cC. PROVISIONS

1‘

A copy of these requirements shall be maintained by
the discharger at the proposed site and be available
at all times to operating personnel.

In the event the discharger is unable to comply with
any of the conditions of this Order due to:

(a) 3reakdown of waste disposal equipment,

{b) Accidents caused by human error or
negligence,

{(c} oOther causes such as acts of nature,
(d}y Facility operations

The discharger must notify this Board by telephone
within 24 aours of the incident and confirm it in
writing within one week of the telephone
notification.

In accordance with Section 13260 of the California
Water Code, the discharger shall file a report of
material change with this Regional Board of any
material change in the character, location or volume
of the discharge.

The Discharger shall allow the Regional Board or an
authorized representative upon the presentation of
credentials and other documents as may be required
by law, to:

{a) Enter upon premises where a regulated facility
or activity is located or conducted, or where
records are kept under the conditions of this
Order:;



General Waste Discharge Requirements ' File No. 88-57
Discharge of Non-Hazardous Contaminated Soils :

(b) Have access to, and copy at reasonable times,
any records that are kept under the conditions
of this Order;

(c) Inspect, at reasonable times, any facility,
equipment (including monitoring and control
equipment), practices, or operations requlated
or required under this Order; and

(d) To photegraph, sample, or  monitor, at
reasonable times, for the purpose of assuring
compliance with this Order, or as otherwise
authorized by the California Water Code.

In accordance with Section 13263 of the Water Code,
these waste discharge requirements are subject to
periodic review and revision by this Regional Board.

These requirzments do not exempt the discharger from
compliance -~ith any other laws, regulations, or
ordinances which may be applicable, they do not
legalize this soil disposal or similar waste and
they leave unaffected any further restraints on
those facilities which may be contained in other
status or contained by other regulatory agencies.

EXPIRATION

These Waste Discharge Requirements regulating a specific
short term soil or similar waste discharge expire 90 days
after the Executive Officer has determined this Order is
applicable to the specific project.

i

I, Rebert P. Ghirelli, =Zxecutive Officer, do hereby certify that
the foregoing is a full, true and correct copy of an Order adopted
by the California Regicnal Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles
Region on July 22, 1991.

loberk © Meretlt,

ROBERT P.
Executive Officer

GHIRELLI, D.Env



CALIZORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
LOS ANGELES REGION

MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
for
DISCHARGE® OF NON-HAZARDOUS CONTAMINATED SOILS
AND OTHER WASTES

ANDREW JeERGENS COMPANY - 99 VERDUGO AVE., BURBANK
File No. 38-57-150(95)
I. Reporting

The discharger shall implement this monitoring and reporting
program on the date of issuance of the Waste Discharge
Requirements.

The monitoring report shall be submitted within ten (10) days
following the completion of disposal operations at the final
point of disposal.

All analytical samples obtained for this program shall be grab
samples.

In the event taat hazardous or other unacceptable wastes are
detected during disposal, the type, source, and final
disposition of these wastes shall be reported.

II. Wast= Disposal Reporting

A report containing the following information shall be filed
with this Regional Board after completion of all waste
disposal:

1. A tabular list of the estimated average quantities (in
cubic yards) and types of materials deposited.

2. Where the material was deposited (landfill name) .

3. A certification that all wastes' deposited were in
compliance with the Regional Board‘s requirements and
that no wastes have been deposited outside of the
boundaries of the site as specified in the Regional
poard’s raquirements.

4. In -hose cases where approval is given for the partial
’ disposal of contaminated soils or other wastes, the
ultimarte disposal point of the remaining contaminated
soils or other wastes must be reported, including the

quantitv of material disposed of at the different
locaticn.

T-1



General Waste Discharge Requirements File No. 88-57
Discharge of Non-Hazardous Contaminated Soils :

-

(=X

Ordered by:

Monitoring reports shall be signed by:

1.

In the case of corporations, hy a principal executive
officer at least cf the level of vice-president or his
duly authorized representative, if such representative
is responsible for the overall operatian of discharge;

In the case of a partnership, by a general partner;

In the case of a sole proprietorship, by the proprietor:;
In the case of a municipal, state or other public
facility, by either a principal executive officer,

ranking elected official, or other duly authorized
enployee,

The report shall contain the following completed declaration:

"I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true
and correct.

Executed on the day of at

(Signature)

(Title)"

The discharger shall mail a copy of the monitoring report to
the following:

California Regional Water Quality Contrel Board
Los Angeles Region .
101 Centre Plaza Drive

Monterey Park, CA 91754-2156

Attn: Technical Support Unit

-

ROBERT P. GHIRELLIZD.Env.
Executive Officer

JUL2 8 1385
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SITE HEALTH AND SAFETY PLAN
FORMER JERGENS FACILITY
BURBANK, CALIFORNIA
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Prepared by

EMCON
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Project 2349-600.001
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1 INTRODUCTION AND SCOPE

1.1  Introduction
This Health and Safety Plan (HASP) was developed to protect workers and the general
public during site investigation activities at the former Jergens Facility in Burbank,
California.
The proposed work involves the following tasks:

1. Drill and sample one 40-foot deep boring

2. Excavate hydrocarbon impacted soils

3. Backfill open excavations

1.2  Organization
This HASP is organized as follows:
Section 1: Introduction
Section 2: Key Personnel
Section 3: Chemical Hazards
Section 4: Physical Hazards
Section 5: Standard Air Monitoring Plan
Section 6: Standard Worker Protection
Section 7: Standard Decontamination Procedures
Section 8: Training Requirements

Section 9: Task Specific Safety Requirements

J:VERGENS\GOOAWP\BOP00596.DOC 1-1 Rev. 0, 9720195
2349-600.001



1.3  Site Identification

The Jergens facility is located at 99 West Verdugo Avenue in the City of Burbank,
California, as shown on the vicinity, Figure 1. The site is currently a flat, graded lot and
all improvements have been removed.

The site is located within the City of Burbank and is bordered by Verdugo Avenue to the
southeast, Flower Street to the southwest, and by Olive Street and the Southern Pacific
Railroad tracks to the northwest and southwest, respectively. The approximately 4.9 acre
site was formerly occupied by a facility owned and operated by the Andrew Jergen
Company from the 1920s until 1992. The facility was used to manufacture soap and
associated products and has been decommissioned,

1.4  Previous Investigations

In February 1995, tanks 1 through 4 and associated product line piping were excavated
and removed. Soil samples collected from the base of the excavation of tanks 1, 2, and 3
did not contain detectable concentrations of total petroleum hydrocarbons (TPH) using
U.S. EPA Method 418.1 or benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, and total xylenes (BTEX)
using U.S. EPA Method 8020 (Table 1). Soil samples collected from beneath tank 4 did
not contain detectable concentrations of TPH or total recoverable petroleum hydrocarbons
(TRPH) using U.S. EPA Method 418.1. Samples collected beneath the product lines
associated with tank 4 were reported to be impacted with TRPH concentrations ranging
from 53 to 76 milligrams per kilogram (mg/kg).

In March 1995, four USTs (tanks 5 through 8) were excavated and removed from the
north-central portion of the site. Soil samples collected beneath tanks 5, 6, and 8 were
reported to be impacted with TRPH concentrations ranging from 16,000 to 35,000 mg/kg.
Soil excavated during the removal of tank 5 was stockpiled and covered with polyethylene
sheeting, and the tank 5, 6, 7, and 8 excavation was backfilled with the excavated soils.

In February and March, 1995, EMCON conducted a preliminary site assessment to
delineate the extent of soil impacted by petroleum hydrocarbons associated with the
former aboveground and underground storage tanks (tanks 4 through 8), sump, and
clarifier. On February 24, 1995, soil boring EB-1, located in the vicinity of the former
aboveground gasoline tank (tank 4), was drilled to a depth of approximately 15 feet below
grade. Soil samples were collected at 5 foot depth intervals labeled, and transported under
proper chain-of-custody documentation in a chilled container to a state-certified analytical
laboratory. The samples were analyzed for TPH as gasoline by U.S. EPA Method 8015
(Modified). TPH was not detected at concentrations above the laboratory method
reporting limit in samples collected from the boring EB-1.

JAFERGENS\GOOWWPABOP00596.DOC

2349.600.001 1-2 Rev. 0, 972005



On April 28, 1995, soil borings B-1 through B-3 were drilled in the vicinity of the tank 5,
6, 7, and 8 excavation. Soil samples from borings B-1 through B-3 were collected at
5-foot depth intervals and analyzed for hydrocarbon scan/fuel characterization and BTEX
by U.S. EPA Methods 8015 (Modified) and 8020, respectively. No TPH or benzene
concentrations were reported at concentrations above method reporting limits in the soil
samples.

Borings B-4 and B-5 were drilled at the location of the former clarifier and sump. Soil
samples collected from borings B-4 and B-5 were analyzed for hydrocarbon scan/fuel
characterization, volatile organic compounds, base neutral/acid semivolatile organic
compounds (semi-VOCs), semivolatiles, hexavalent chrome, and pH. Concentrations of
TPH, VOCs, semi-VOCs, and hexavalent chromium were not detected in the soil samples
collected from boring B-5. Concentrations of TPH of 3,000 and 1,800 mg/kg were
detected in the soil samples collected from boring B-4 at depths of 5 and 10 feet,
respectively. Trace concentrations of three VOCs were also detected in these samples.
These results indicate that hydrocarbons are present in the soil in the vicinity of the former
clarifier.

1.5 Scope

This Health and Safety Plan (HASP) was developed to protect workers and the general
public at the former Jergens facility in Burbank, California. The HASP is based on current
Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) regulations (29 CFR 1910.120),
current California regulations (8 CCR 5192), and an evaluation of existing data derived
from previous assessment activities. This document is only intended as an aid to
employees who perform the tasks identified in this HASP. A discussion of task specific
safety procedures is included in Section 9 of this document.

JATERGENS\SORWP\BOP00596.DOC 1-3 ) Rev. 0, 920095
2349-600.001 -



2 KEY PERSONNEL AND ASSIGNMENT RESPONSIBILITIES

2.1 Project Manager

The project manager for this project is Erin O’Connell. The project manager has the
overall project responsibility for the development, coordination, and implementation of the
project field work in a safe manner and is the central point of contact with regulatory
agencies. The project manager is responsible for implementing the steps of the closure
workplan and the HASP, as well as supervising the field team members. In addition, she is
responsible for consulting with the health and safety manager and with the site safety
coordinator regarding any changes that may affect the health and safety of the field team
members.

2.2 Regional Health and Safety Coordinator

The regional health and safety coordinator for the investigation is Brian Primeau. The
health and safety coordinator has the overall responsibility for the development,
coordination, and implementation of the HASP and its conformance with EMCON’s
health and safety program. This includes the medical surveillance program, training
requirements, monitoring procedures, etc. The health and safety coordinator shall work
with the project manager and the site safety coordinator on modifications to the site HASP
and will be available for consultation as necessary.

2.3 Site Safety Coordinator

The site safety coordinator (SSC) is responsible for ensuring compliance with the site
HASP, including health and safety procedures for work sites, monitoring and recording of
conditions, personal protective equipment and clothing, and consulting with the health and
safety manager regarding the HASP.

2.4 Field Personnel

Field personnel are responsible for understanding and adhering to this HASP, and should
also be alert to any unsafe conditions or practices which may affect their safety. Any

JAERGENSWORWMBOP00596.00C 2-1 Rev. 0, 972095
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safety deficiencies will be communicated to the site safety coordinator. If personnel safety
is threatened the site safety coordinator, project manager, or health and safety manager
will be contacted immediately.

2.5 Subcontractors and Third Parties

Equipment operators, laborers, and other parties subcontracted by EMCON will be
responsible for understanding and complying with all site safety requirements. EMCON
will provide site supervision, perform air monitoring, and establish decontamination areas.
However, subcontractors and third parties engaged in work at this site will be required to
provide their own work equipment and personal protective gear. Subcontractors will also
be required to providle EMCON with documentation that their employees have completed
the OSHA-required 40-hour training program (and the annual refresher course, if
appropriate) prior to working on this project.

JNJERGENS\GOO\WP\BOP00596.DOC 22 Rev. 0, 972095
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3 CHEMICAL HAZARDS

This facility was formerly used to manufacture soaps and associated projects. Previous
site investigations have confirmed that on-site soils have been contaminated with various
hydrocarbon compounds. These compounds are complex mixtures that appear similar to
gasoline, diesel fuel, and motor oils. The presence of BTEX has also been confirmed at
this site. -

3.1 Acute Health Effects

Table 1 summarizes the known health effects of the chemicals encountered at this site.
The table includes significant routes of exposure and health effects for pure forms of the
chemicals encountered on site.

The current occupational inhalation exposure levels for the detected chemicals are also
shown on Table 1. These levels will be used to determine when workers are being
- exposed to airborne concentrations that may lead to adverse health effects. If these
concentrations are exceeded, engineering controls will be implemented to reduce
employee exposure. If exposure continues above these levels, employees will be provided
with respiratory protection.

3.2 Chronic Health Effects

Of the compounds listed in Table 1, benzene has been listed by the State of California as a
confirmed human carcinogen. Any exposure to benzene must be kept to the lowest
feasible concentration. Toluene has been listed as a possible reproductive toxin under the
Safe Drinking Water act of 1986 (Proposition 65).

JNERGENSSOAWPABOP00596.DOC 3-1 Rev. 0, 972095
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4 PHYSICAL HAZARDS

Physical agents that site workers can reasonable be expected to encounter, and mitigation
measures to reduce effects of these agents, are discussed below.

4.1 Heat Stress

During warm weather, heart rash, heat cramps, heat exhaustion, or heat stroke can be
experienced. The use of PPE can increase the probability of heat stress. Therefore, it is
important that all employees are able to recognize the symptoms of heat stress and are
capable of arresting the problem as quickly as possible. The use of PPE will be limited as
much as possible to reduce the chance of heat effects through the use of administrative
and engineering controls.

It must be recognized that this job site is located in an area that routinely experiences
temperature extremes. All workers are assumed to be acclimatized to work in hot
environments. Heat stress training is to be emphasized when preparing for this project,
and the Site Safety Officer will aggressively monitor employees for signs of heat stress.

4.1.1 Heat Rash

A skin rash, known as prickly heat, can occur when the skin is continuously exposed to
humid heat and the skin is continuously wet with sweat. Profuse, tiny raised red blister-
like vesicles arise on affected areas of the skin. During exposure to heat, the skin
experiences a prickling sensation.

Should these symptoms occur, keep skin clean, apply mild drying locations, and allow the

skin to dry completely between heat exposures. Workers should change into clean, dry
clothing.

4.1.2 Heat Cramps

Heat cramps usually occur when excessive perspiration occurs without adequate sait
replacement.  Loss of salt from the body causes very painful cramps of the arm, leg,
and/or abdominal muscles. Heat cramps also may result from drinking iced liquids either

JNERGENSWGORAWPNBOP00596.DOC 4-1 Rev. 0, 92095
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too guickly or in too large a quantity. The symptoms of heat cramps are usually belated
(up to several hours after work has stopped) and include:

» Muscle cramps in legs, arms, and/or abdomen

» Pain accompanying the cramps

+ Faintness

* Profuse perspiration
If any of these symptoms appear, move the individual to a cool place. Give him or her
sips of liquid such as Gatorade or its equivalent. Apply manual pressure to the cramped

muscle. Do not allow the individual to return to work. Report the incident immediately.
Transport the individual to a hospital if there is any indication of a more serious problem.

4.1.3 Heat Exhaustion

Heat exhaustion is caused by sustained exertion in heat and insufficient water and/or salt
replacement. Heat is dissipated by the body by increasing the blood flow to blood vessels
in the extremities and the skin. This action causes a decrease in the circulating blood
volume and circulatory strain from competing demands for blood flow to the skin, active
muscles, and various organs.

Signs and symptoms of heat exhaustion include:

Weak pulse ,

Rapid and usually shallow breathing

Generalized weakness, fatigue, headache, giddiness
Pale, clammy skin

Profuse sweating

Dizziness, unconsciousness

e » @ & »

Should these symptoms appear, move the individual to a cool place and remove as much
clothing as possible. Administer cool water, Gatorade, or its equivalent. If possible, fan
the individual continually to remove heat by convection, but do not allow chilling or
overcooling. Treat the individual for shock, and transport him or her to a medical facility
if there is any indication of a more serious problem.

4.1.4 Heat Stroke

Heat stroke is a profound disturbance of the heat-regulating mechanism, associated with
high fever and collapse. Sometimes this condition results in convulsions, unconsciousness,
and even death. Direct exposure to sun, poor air circulation, poor physical condition, and
advanced age (over 40) bear directly on the tendency to suffer heat stroke. It is a serious

JNERGENSWORWPBOP00596.DOC
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advanced age (over 40) bear directly on the tendency to suffer heat stroke. It is a serious
threat to life and carries a 20 percent mortality rate. Alcoholics are extremely susceptible.
Heat stroke occurs when the body’s heat compensation mechanisms (sweat) ‘shut down’
and no longer function. The symptoms of heat stroke are:

Sudden onset

Dry, hot, and flushed skin

Dilated pupils

Loss of consciousness, convulsions, coma

Full and fast pulse

Breathing deep at first, later shallow and even almost absent
Body temperature reaching 105°F to 106°F or higher

HEAT STROKE IS A TRUE MEDICAL EMERGENCY. Should these symptoms
appear, the victim is to be transported to an emergency facility without delay. Move the
individual to a cool environment and remove as much clothing as possible. Assure an
open airway. Reduce body temperature promptly, preferably by wrapping in a wet sheet
or dousing with water. If cold packs are available, place them under the arms, around the
neck, at the ankles, or at any place where blood vessels that lie close to the skin can be
cooled. Protect the patient from injury during any convulsions, especially from tongue
biting.

4.2 Avoidance of Heat-Related Emergencies
When personnel are working in temperatures greater than 70°F, and especially in
situations where personal protective equipment is required, the site health and safety
officer must:

o Assure that plenty of noncaffeinated fluids are available

e Encourage employees drink plenty of fluids

e Assure that frequent breaks are scheduled so overheating does not occur

* Revise work schedules, when necessary, to take advantage of the cooler parts of
the day

One or more of the following courses of action can reduce the probability heat of stress
illness.

e Provide adequate break periods for the type of work being conducted.
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o Establish a work schedule that will provide sufficient rotation of team members in
and out of stressful situations/tasks.

o Provide adequate shelter and fluids for break periods
e Use portable showers or hose-down facilities for extremely hot conditions.

In the case of heat cramps or heat exhaustion, Gatorade or its equivalent is suggested as
part of the treatment regimen. Such beverages will return much needed electrolytes to the
body. Without these electrolytes, the body cannot function properly, thereby increasing
the health hazard. However, Gatorade and similar electrolyte-containing beverages may
not be suitable for some employees (e.g., hypertensive), in which case cool water is
preferable.

4.3 Heat Stress Monitoring

For monitoring the body's recuperative ability toward excess heat, one or more of the
following techniques should be used as a screening mechanism. Monitoring of personnel
wearing impervious clothing must commence when the ambient temperature is 70°F or
above. Frequency of monitoring should increase as the ambient temperature increases or
as slow recovery rates are indicated. When temperatures exceed 85°F, workers must be
monitored for heat stress after every work period.

The following are important considerations:

1. Heart rate (HR) should be measured by the radial pulse for 30 seconds as early as
possible in the resting period. The HR at the beginning of the rest period should
not exceed 110 beats/minute. If the HR is higher, the next work period should be
shortened by 25 percent. The HR is then measured again, once each minute for
2 minutes, (a total of three measurements) after the initial rest period
measurement. The HR should decrease by ten beats per minute between each
measurement (a total reduction of 20 beats). If HR does not decrease, the next

- work period should be reduced by 25 percent.

2. Body temperature can be measured orally with a clinical thermometer as early as
possible in the resting period. Oral temperature (OT) at the beginning of the rest
period should not exceed 99°F. If it is greater than 99°F, the next work period
should be shortened by 25 percent. OT should be measured again at the end of
the rest period to make sure that it has dropped below 99°F.

3. Body water loss (BWL) due to sweating can be measured by weighing the
worker in the moming and in the evening. The clothing wormn should be similar at
both weigh-ins. The scale should be accurate to plus or minus 0.25 pound.
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BWL should not exceed 1.5 percent of the total body weight. If it does, the
worker should be instructed to increase his daily intake of fluids by the amount of
weight lost. Ideally, body fluids should be maintained at a constant level during
the work day. This requires replacement of salt lost in sweat, as well.

4. Good hygienic standards must be maintained by frequent change of clothing and
daily showering. Clothing should be permitted to dry during rest periods.
Persons who notice skin problems should immediately consult medical personnel.

The frequency of heart-rate monitoring depends on the air temperature, level of work
being performed, and type of protective clothing being worn. Temperatures above 70°F
‘indicate the need for monitoring. Suggested frequencies are as follows:

'Ambient Temp.
(°F) Level D Level C

72.5-71.0 After 150 minutes of work | After 120 minutes of work

. 71.5-825 After 120 minutes of work After 90 minutes of work
82.5-87.5 After 90 minutes of work After 60 minutes of work
87.5-90.5 | After 60 minutes of work After 30 minutes of work

90 and above After 45 minutes of work After 15 minutes of work

44 Noise

The effects of noise on man include psychological effects (interference with
communication by speech, job performance, and safety) and physiological effects such as

temporary and permanent hearing loss. Of these the most debilitating is permanent
hearing loss.

The factors that affect the degree and extent of hearing loss are intensity or loudness of
the noise, type of noise, period-of exposure each day, total work duration, and distance
from the noise source.

There is a potential for exposure to loud noise associated with heavy equipment. To
safeguard workers, all personnel will be required to wear earplugs when working with
heavy equipment.

4.5 Biological Hazards

Blood-borne pathogens refers to pathogenic microorganisms that are present in human
blood and can cause disease in humans. These pathogens include, but are not limited to,
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hepatitis B virus, human immunodeficiency virus, Clostridium tetani (tetanus), and
Clostridium perfringens (gas gangrene).

The only site personnel who might be exposed to this hazard under normal conditions is
the Site Safety Officer, in the event he or she is required to render first aid to an injured
worker while waiting for emergency personnel. The safety officer will be equipped with a
first aid kit that contains gloves, surgical mask, and safety goggles to be used whenever
contact with bodily fluids is possible. The kit will also be equipped with a CPR mask that
has a one-way valve in the event mouth-to-mouth resuscitation of a worker is required.
Antibiotic cleansers will be included in the kit, as will special bags for the containment of
medical waste.

Rodents and their fleas are of particular concern during spring, summer, and early fall -
their period of greatest activity. Rodents are attracted to landfills because they serve as an
easily accessible and abundant food source. Principal hazards associated with rodents
include bites and scratches, rat bite fever, and Sylvatic Plague. Plague is transmitted by
flea bites from sick, dying, or dead rodents. '

All site personnel are to wear boots and long pants at all times. If a rodent is seen, it is
not to be approached or touched. Long handled shovels can be used to remove dead
rodents for disposal awdy from the work area.

Solid wastes also may contain a variety of microorganisms. These organisms may include
enteric bacteria and viruses that can be transmitted to site workers. Diseases associated
with these agents may include diarrhea, polio, hepatitis, typhus, tuberculosis, etc. Other
agents of concern are the anaerobic spore forming bacteria of the genus Clostridia. The
Clostridia are transmitted through puncture wounds and may cause, among other
diseases, gas gangrene and tetanus.

Site personnel should be mindful of the personal habits and avoid eating, -drinking,
smoking, or the placement of any object, including fingers, in their mouth while on site.
Personnel should watch_ where they walk and avoid sharp objects. Personnel should be
sure to wash thoroughly before eating or drinking.

4.6 Electrical Hazards

Potential for electrical injury to workers is possible at field work-sites. Caution should be
exercised in using small portable electrical equipment and field monitoring equipment.
Also be alert to buried and overhead electric lines when conducting any activities that
disturb soil. Local "Dig Alert" and/or specific utility companies must be contacted and
notified prior to any drilling/excavation activities. Workers should also be alert to
locations of overhead utility lines and care should be exercised at all times not to disturb
.or come in contact with them. ASSUME ALL ELECTRICAL LINES ARE
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ENERGIZED unless a suitable lockout/tagout procedure has been employed to render the
lines safe.

For overhead electrical lines, the minimum clearance to be maintained between the drill
rig, hand auger sections, or any other equipment, and the electrical line is shown below:

Table 4-1

Minimum Safe Clearance

Nominal Voltage ‘ Minimum Clearance
of Line (feet)
up to 50,000 : 10
over 50,000 - 75,000 11
over 75,000 - 125,000 13
over 125,000 - 175,000 15
over 175,000 - 250,000 17
over 250,000 - 370,000 21
over 370,000 - 550,000 27
over 550,000 - 1,000,000 42

4.7 Fire or Explosion

Explosion or fire may occur where fuel, oxygen, and heat combine. A potential flammable
atmosphere will be assumed to exist whenever the photoionization detector indicates
vapor concentrations greater than 500 ppm (0.5 percent). If this condition occurs, work
will be stopped until the area is surveyed with a combustible gas indicator.

If the combustible gas indicator shows concentrations that exceeds 20 percent of the lower
explosive levels (LEL), work will be stopped and the area evacuated until vapor
concentrations are reduced through the use of explosive-proof blowers.

Also, smoking by workers presents a potential for causing explosion or fire; therefore, no
smoking is permitted at field work-sites.

4.8 Lifting Hazards

Field operations often require that physical labor tasks be performed. All employees
should utilize proper bending and lifting procedures. Whenever an object is to be lifted,
the employee should bend at the knees and lift the object using the legs. Additionally, an
employee should not attempt to lift bulky or heavy objects (over 30 pounds) without
assistance.
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5 AIR MONITORING PLAN

During the course of this investigation, the possibility exists that site workers will be
exposed to airborne concentrations of the chemicals that have been detected at this
facility. To protect workers, the following methods will be employed to measure the
concentration of organic vapors in the work area.

51 Instruments

Decisions to upgrade or downgrade the protective equipment worn by workers at the site
should be based on solid knowledge of the hazards present. To evaluate inhalation
hazards, several direct reading instruments will be employed.

5.1.1 Organic Vapor Analyzer

Total Organic Vapor (TOV) concentrations at the site will be measured with a Photovac
MP-1000 or HL-2000 Photo Ionization Detector (PID). The PID measures organic
vapors by using an ultraviolet lamp to ionize organic compounds in the air stream. The
ionized compounds are then measured and converted to a reading as parts per million of
Organic vapor in air.

The PID will be calibrated prior to the start of each shift using a field calibration standard
gas. The PID will not respond to different organic vapors with the same sensitivity.
Table 5-1 summarizes the compounds of concern, their ionization potentials, and the
instrument response factor.

Table 5-1
PID Response
Substance Ionization Potential (eV) Response Factor*
Benzene 9.25 0.6
Diesel Fuel N/A N/A
Ethylbenzene 8.76 NA
Gasoline (n-heptane) 10.07 3.7
Toluene 8.82 0.5
Xylenes 8.56 NA

* Instrument calibrated to 100 ppm isobutylene with a 10.6 eV lamp.
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5.1.2 Colorimetric Tubes

The concentrations of individual organic compounds will be quantified with colorimetric
- detector tubes. The detector tubes operate by drawing a fixed amount of the air to be
sampled through a glass tube, where it reacts with a reagent and produces a stain that can
be read as concentration in air. It is important to read the instructions for each different
tube prior to use, as cross contamination is often encountered.

The pump should be checked for leaks before each use by inserting a sealed tube and
squeezing the bellows. If the pump holds pressure for one minute, no leaks are present. If
the pump leaks it must be replaced. Break the tips off the appropriate tube, and follow the
package instructions on how to obtain a sample.

Tubes specific for benzene should be used when the PID indicates organic vapors in the
breathing zone exceed 10ippm over the background level.

5.2 Action Levels

Measured concentrations of particulates and organic vapors will be entered onto an air
monitoring form included in Appendix A. If the concentrations of various chemicals
exceed the lower of the PEL, mitigation measures will be instituted. Mitigation measures
will include engineering controls such as increased dust control practices using water
spray, using explosive-proof blowers, reducing dust-or vapor-generating activities, and
work slow-downs. The monitoring frequency will then be increased to verify that the
engineering controls are sufficient. If engineering controls do not reduce the measured
concentrations below the Action Levels, site personnel will be equipped with suitable
respiratory protection.

For TOV levels as measured by the OV A, the following action levels will be adhered to:

Table 5-2
TOV Action Levels
TOYV in the breathing zone Response
30 ppm ' No respiratory protection mandated
31-300 ppm Minimum of 1/2 Face Air Purfying

Respirator (APR) with dust/mist prefilter and
Organic Vapor cartridges. Maximum
Protection Factor = 10 x PEL.

o
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301 - 1,000 ppm Minimum of Full Face Air Purifying
Respirator (APR) with dust/mist prefilter and
Organic Vapor cartridges. Maximum
Protection Factor = 50 x PEL.

Over 1,000 ppm Positive Pressure supplied-air device.

This table is based on 1/3 of the PEL for gasoline, and a PID response factor of
100 percent. As the action level is reduced to 1/3 of the PEL, and the PID response factor
for gasoline is actually 370 percent, these levels represent a significant safety factor. The
site safety coordinator must review these action levels if evidence becomes available of
other substances being present.

Note that this table is superseded if, at any time, a detector tube indicates that a substance
is present at or above its PEL, after taking into account the accuracy of the tube as stated
in its instructions.

5.3 Personnel Responsibilities

The Health and Safety Coordinator (HSC) and the Site Safety Officer (SSC) shall be
responsible for determining whether additional exposure monitoring/sampling is needed to
supplement the equipment and methods described above. A revised sampling plan will
then be developed by the HSM and implemented by the SSC.

The SSC shall ensure that appropriate air monitoring equipment is available for use prior
to the start of any work. The SSC will perform site air monitoring during the course of
the project. The SSC shall also ensure that monitoring instruments are used only by
persons who have had prior training and experience in their operation, calibration and
care, and who understand their limitations. The SSC shall also ensure that the instruments
are properly calibrated and recharged regularly, and that the proper operation of the
instruments are checked daily. A calibration log form is included in Appendix B.
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6 STANDARD WORKER PROTECTION

This section identifies the methods that will be implemented by EMCON to reduce worker
exposure to the chemical and/or physical hazards identified at this project location.
Protective methods can be classified as engineering controls or personal protective
equipment.

6.1 Engineering Controls

Engineering controls include all measures designed to minimize the possibility of allowing
an inhalation hazard to occur. Engineering controls are to be the first step in reducing
worker exposure at this site.

6.1.1 Control Zones

To control access to potentially contaminated areas, the Site Safety Officer will establish
limited access control zones as follows.

Exclusion Zone

An exclusion zone will be established around any operations where contaminated soil or
groundwater is present. No one will be allowed in the work area unless they are equipped
with the equipment the SSC has deemed necessary and they have read this Safety Plan.

Contamination Reduction Zone

A CRZ will be established outside the exclusion zone. No personnel or equipment will be
allowed to leave the CRZ without first being decontaminated in accordance with
Section 7. The CRZ can either extend around the entire hot zone if space permits, or it
can just be located at the access control points.

Personnel assisting workers with decontamination must be utilizing personal protective
equipment (PPE) of the same type as the workers in the exclusion zone. In any sitnation
where contaminated soils are present, the minimum protective equipment will be Tyvek
coveralls and nitrile gloves. If the possibility of contact with contaminated liquid or
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product exists, the minimum personal protective equipment will be nitrile gloves, and a
splash suit impermeable to liquids.

Support Zone

The support zone consists of the remainder of the site area. No possibility of exposure to
toxic contaminants is expected in this area, and no special protective methods will be
needed. All workers in the support zone, however, will need to comply with standard job
site safety requirements.

6.1.2 Forced Ventilation

In the event that vapors exceed the permissible limits, explosive-proof blowers may be
vsed to disperse the vapors and lower the concentrations. Periodic monitoring will be
increased to document the effectiveness of the ventilation.

6.1.3 Materiai Control

All solid materials generated during this investigation will be placed in covered
receptacles, such as steel drums or roll-off bins. Liquid wastes will be stored in steel
drums or portable tanks. All waste receptacles are to be appropriately labeled.

6.2 Level D Protection

EPA Level D Personal Protective Equipment is acceptable for areas with no inhalation
hazard, or where the hazard has been demonstrated to be below the action levels. Level D
protection will include:

Worker overalls or other suitable work clothes.
Safety boots with steel toe and shank

Safety glasses or goggles

Hard hat

Nitrile gloves and Tyvek overalls are to be used when handling samples of
contaminated soil. Nitrile gloves with latex inner gloves and an impermeable splash
suit are to be used when handling liquid materials or samples.
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6.3

Level C Protection

Level C Protection is suitable for use when limited concentrations of the chemicals of

concern are present. Level C will consist of the following equipment:

6.4

Tyvek coveralls or equivalent

Safety boots with steel toe and shank
Safety glasses or goggles

Hard hat

Nitrile gloves with latex inner gloves

Half- or Full-face Air Purifying Respirator (APR) with organic vapor cartridges
and dust prefilters. Half face respirators provide protection up to 10 times the
action level. Full face respirators provide protection up to 50 times the action

level.

Level B Protection

If the inhalation hazards exceed the safe use limitations of the air purifying respirator
equipment (any contaminant greater than 50times its action level), the following
protective equipment will be employed.

Tyvek coveralls or equivalent
Safety boots with steel toe and shank
Hard hat

Nitrile gloves with latex inner gloves

Pressure-demand (positive pressure) full-face, self-contained breathing apparatus
(SCBA) or airline respirator with escape SCBA operated in positive pressure

mode.
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7 DECONTAMINATION PROCEDURES |

The following procedures will be implemented to minimize the spread of contaminants at
this site.
7.1 Worker Decontamination

Anyone exiting a designated exclusion zone will do so through an access control point.
The worker will proceed into the contamination reduction zone. Under no circumstances
is dust to be shaken off equipment or clothing. The decontamination will proceed as
follows: '

1. Wash and rinse any hard tools that will be leaving the CRZ.

2. Removal disposable clothing by rolling it down the body. Place clothing in
appropriate waste receptacle.

3. Remove and dispose of gloves.

4. Remove respirator. Dispose of filters in waste receptacle. Clean and rinse respirator
prior to storage.

5. Remove and dispose of any inner gloves.

6. Proceed immediately to wash facility and wash hands and face. If work has concluded
for the day, the worker should completely shower as soon as practical.

7.2 Heavy Equipment Decontamination

Prior to exiting the exclusion zone, all heavy equipment that was in contact with

contaminated soil or water will be steam cleaned by workers in Level C equipment. All
rinsate must be collected and appropriately disposed of.
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8 TRAINING REQUIREMENTS AND CONTINGENCIES

This section identifies the minimum training requirements for workers at this site, and
identifies site-specific training requirements and site contingency plans.

8.1 Training

At the time of assignment to this project, field personnel shall have completed at least
40 hours of off-site instruction in the health and safety issues involved in hazardous
substance site work. Additionally, site personnel must have a minimum of 3 work days
(24 hours) of actual field experience under the direct supervision of a trained, experienced
supervisor. Employees who can show by documentation of work experience and/or
training that they have had the equivalent to the stated requirements shall be considered as
meeting these initial training requirements. Each site work must sign and date a Personal
Acknowledgment (see Appendix E) stating that he or she has read and understood this
HASP. Site supervisors must complete an additional 8 hours of supervisory training.

The site safety officer or his designate must conduct and document (see Appendix C) a
tailgate safety meeting at the beginning of field activities, whenever new personnel arrive
at the site, as site conditions change, or as needed.

8.2 Contingency Plans

The site safety officer will be responsible for maintaining a clean job site free from hazards
and providing safe egress from the site. Cones and/or barricades and high visibility
surveyor tape will be utilized for traffic control, if needed, and for limiting access to
hazardous and restricted areas.

Prior to work startup, emergency medical procedures and lines of communication will be
established. The fire department, ambulance service, project personnel, and directions to
the nearest hospitals with an emergency room are identified in Table 8-1.
Communications will be with a mobile phone located on site.

A vehicle shall be available on site during work activities to transport injured personnel to
the identified emergency medical facilities. The designated route to those facilities are
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described in Table 8-1 and shown on Figure 1. Telephone numbers and locations for
emergency room assistance shall be posted at the site.

At a minimum, one site worker will be capable of rendering standard first-aid and
cardiopulmonary resuscitation (CPR). A first-aid kit, an adequate supply of fresh water,
and a portable emergency eyewash fountain will be available at the work site.

Emergency phone numbers (see Table 8-1) will be posted for the fire department,
ambulance service, and nearest emergency medical clinic/hospital. The fastest route to the
clinic/hospital, along with emergency telephone numbers, shall be prominently posted in
the work area. The site safety coordinator will be the lead person in emergency situations.

Should an accident occur, the site safety coordinator, or his designate, will immediately
notify the project manager, complete an accident report (see Appendix D), and investigate
the cause. Any recommended hazard control measures must be discussed with the site
coordinator and meet with his approval prior to implementation. Any chemical exposures
or occupational injuries and illnesses shall also be reported to the site safety coordinator
and recorded, if recordable, on a Cal-OSHA Form No. 200. If a fatality occurs, five or
more persons are admitted to a hospital, or property damage in excess of $700 occurs, the
accident will be reported immediately to the Occupational Safety and Health
Administration (OSHA) and to the State of California Department of Industrial Relations.
Records of all site accidents and first aid treatments will be maintained by the project
manger or site safety coordinator. Additionally, records of recordable work place injuries
and illnesses are routinely maintained at EMCON’s office for at least 5 years, as required
by OSHA.

Table 8-1

Emergency Assistance Information

Fire Department/Paramedic/Ambulance Service 911
Underground Service Alert (800) 4224133
Site Safety Officer (Office Hours 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.)

i (After Office Hours)
Project Manager Ms. Erin O’Connell (818) 841-1160
Regional Health and Safety = Mr. Brian Primeau (818) 841-1160
Coordinator
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EMERGENCY MEDICAL FACILITY INFORMATION:

St. Joseph’s Medical Center Proceed north on Flower to Olive; turn
Cormner of Buena Vista and Alameda south (left). Proceed to Buena Vista and
Burbank, California turn right. The hospital is located one
(818) 843-5111 block south, on the left.
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9 TASK SPECIFIC SAFETY REQUIREMENTS

This section includes a discussion of specific hazards and procedures to mitigate those
hazards for each of the tasks to be conducted as part of this project.

9.1  Drill One 40-Foot Boring

Site personnel should stay upwind of the drill rig whenever feasible. Air monitoring in
accordance with Section 5.0 should be implemented during drilling, and protective
measure will be taken in accordance with Section 6.0 whenever vapors are encountered.

The drill rig should only be operated by qualified personnel. No person should be within
2 feet of the auger when it is turning. The drill rig should be moved only with the mast in
a lowered position.

Drums of drilling spoils and washwater should be moved be two people using mechanical
assistance.

9.2 Excavate contaminated soil

Air monitoring should be conducted in accordance with Section 5.0 of this document to
protect site workers and ensure that no off-site emissions occur. If vapors are
encountered, engineering controls such as water misting should be implemented to reduce
emissions.

Heavy equipment should only be operated by appropriate trained and experienced
personnel. Prior to starting work, the site safety coordinator should ensure that no
possibility of violating the minimum safe clearance distances in Section 4.6 exists. Any
proposed excavation must be cleared of underground- utilities by the appropriate
companies. Site personnel should wear orange safety vests and stay clear of operating
equipment.

Excavations must comply with applicable OSHA excavation and grading standards.
Stockpiles should be at least 3 feet from the edge of any excavation. No personnel may
enter an excavation greater than 4 feet deep unless the excavation has been appropriately
sloped, as verified in writing by an engineering geologist, or shored, as verified by a
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registered civil engineer. At the end of each shift, the excavation must be thoroughly
guarded by locked fences, warning tape, barricades, and/or warning lights to prevent the
possibility of a trespasser falling in.

9.3 Backfilling

Heavy equipment should only be operated by appropriate trained and experienced
personnel. Prior to starting work, the site safety coordinator should ensure that no
possibility of violating the minimum safe clearance distances from electrical lines specified
in Section 4.6 exists. Any proposed excavation must be cleared of underground utilities
by the appropriate companies. Site personnel should wear orange safety vests and stay
clear of operating equipment.

Excavations must comply with applicable OSHA excavation and grading standards.
Stockpiles should be at least 3 feet from the edge of any excavation. No personnel may
enter an excavation greater than 4 feet deep unless the excavation has been appropriately
sloped, as verified in writing by an engineering geologist, or shored, as verified by a
registered civil engineer. At the end of each shift, the excavation must be thoroughly
guarded by locked fences, warning tape, barricades, and/or warning lights to prevent the
possibility of a trespasser falling in.
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Table 1

Health Effects
NIOSH
Cal/OSHA IDLH |CalOSHA| Cal/lOSHA
Substance PEL-TWA Limits |PEL-STEL| CEILING | Routes of Exposure Acute Health Effects/Signs and Symptoms
[Benzene 1 ppm 500 ppm 5 ppm N/A  [Inhalation, ingestion, [Respiratory, skin, eye and mucous membrane
- skin absorption irritation. Nerve inflammation, CNS depression,
d cardiac sensitization. Dizziness, euphoria,
eadache, nausea, drowsiness, lung tissue fluid
uild-up, pneumonia, convulsions, and paralysis.
[Toluene 100 ppm 2,000 ppm | 150 ppm 500 Inhalation, skin ye, skin, and respiratory tract irritation; peculiar
. lbsorption, ingestion’ skin sensation of numbness or pins-and-needles
eeling; fatigue, headache, weakness, dizziness,
rowsiness, and confusion; difficulty seeing in
right light.
thylbenzene |100 ppm 2,000 ppm | 125 ppm N/A  [[nhalation, skin ye, skin, and respiratory tract irritation; peculiar
pbsorption, ingestion skin sensation of numbness or pins-and-needles
celing; fatigue, headache, weakness, dizziness,
owsiness, and confusion; difficulty seeing in
- right light.
Xylenes 100 ppm 1,000 ppm | 150 ppm 300  [Inhalation, ingestion [Eye, nose, or throat irritation; sever breathing
iskin absorption ifficulty (can be a delayed effect); dizziness,
taggering, drowsiness, and unconsciousness; loss
f appetite, nausea, vomiting, and abdominal pain.
Tetracthyl  [0.10 mg/m’ 40 mg/m’ N/A N/A  [Inhalation, ingestion, Emoxication; difficulty in sleeping, tiredness,
(Lead lskin absorption nxiety; rembling, spasms, nausea, loss of appetite
disorientation, hallucinations, grimacing, manic or
violent convulsive seizures; unconsciousness,
death; fetal damage or injury,
IGasoline 300 ppm N/A 500 ppm N/A  [Inhalation, ingestion, [lrritate eyes, skin, mucous membranes; dermititis;
kin absorption headache, fatigue, blurred vision; slurred speech;
confusion; convulsions; possible liver, kidney
damage
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NA  Not Availabie -
TWA Time Weighted Average

STEL Short Term Exposure Limit

IDLH Immediately Dangerous to Life or Health
Ceiling - Ceiling Limit

1. California Code of Regulations, Title 8, Section 5153.
2. National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health, 1994. Pocket Guide to Chemical Hazards, DHHS {NIOSH) Publication
3. American Conference of Governmental Industrial Hygienists, 1994-95 Threshold Limit Values
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APPENDIX A
AIR MONITORING FORM



Project:

AIR MONITORING RECORD

Date:

Location:

Technician performing monitoring:

Instrument Data
Instrument No. Type & Model Serial No.
1
2
3

‘ Field Calibration Data
(Note: SCAQMD Rule 1166 requires PID/FID calibrated to 50 ppm Hexane)

Instrument Calibration Calibration | Verification | Verification | Verification
No. Gas & Conc. Time Time Time Time

1

2 “

3

AIR MONITORING DATA
Time Instrument No.-Type Concentration Notes

3:UERGENS\GO\WP\BOP00596.DOC Rev. 0, 92095
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APPENDIX B
TAILGATE SAFETY MEETING FORM



TAILGATE MEETING FORM

Date; Time: Job Number:

Client: Address:

Site Location:

Scope of Work:

Safety Topics Presented

Protective Clothing/Equipment:

Chemical Hazard:

Physical Hazard:

Special Equipment:

Other:

Emergency Procedures:

Hospital Address and Route:

J:NERGENS\WGOAWPABOP00596.DOC
2349-600.001

Rev. 0, 922095



APPENDIX C
INJURY/ACCIDENT FORMS



***THIS REPORT MUST BE COMPLETED IN FULL AND SUBMITTED
WITHIN 24 HOURS OF THE ACCIDENT/LOSS TO PERSONNFL

ACCIDENT/LOSS REPORT

Date of Accident: Company:
Tlme Occurred: Project Number:
Where Occurred: Name and Location of Project

PART I - PROPERTY DAMAGE/LOSS

" Equipment Involved:

Names of Persons [nvolved:

Describe Inctdent/Damage:

Esttmate Cost of Damage:

Police Report must be filed on all automobtle accidents and on all equipment thefts. Copy of Police Repont
must also be submitted.

DRAW DIAGRAM OF INCIDENT ON THE BACK OF THIS REPORT

PART II - PERSONAL INJURY - Fill out only if personal injury occurred.

Name of Employee [njured: Age: SS#

Address: Occupation:
What was employee doing when injured?:

Exact location where tnjury occurred (station no. or promitnent landmark):

Was place of accident or exposure on job site?:
Describe injury:

How did injury oceur?:

Did employee see adoctororgotothe hospital? Ul yes. gtve name. address. and phone number
of doctor or hospital:

Did empioyee lose time? If yes. how long. date retumed to work:

Number of days empioyee usually worked a week: Number of hours worked:

Date of birth: W?ge Rate hr. wk. mo. ___yr. Phone number




APPENDIX D
PERSONAL ACKNOWLEDGMENT



PERSONAL ACKNOWLEDGMENT

A component of the Health and Safety Plan (HASP), designed to provide personnel safety during
this subsurface investigation requires that you receive training as described in the HASP (Section
8) prior to working at the site. Additionally, you are required to read and understand the HASP.
‘When you have fulfilled these requirements, please sign and date this personal acknowledgment:

EMCON EMPLOYEES:

Name (Printed) Signature Date
Name (Printed) Signature Date
Name (Printed) Signature A Date
Name (Printed) Signature Date
Name (Printed) Signature ~ Date
SUBCONTRACTOR EMPLOYEES:

Name (Printed) ) Signature Date
Name (Printed) Signature Date
Name (Printed) Signature Date
Name (Printed) Signature " Date
Name (Printed) Signature Date
J:VERGENS\S0MWP\BOPO0596.D0C Rev. 0, 9720895
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ATTACHMENT 8
LIMITATIONS



LIMITATIONS

The purpose of a geologic/hydrogeologic study is to reasonably characterize existing site conditions
based on the geology/hydrogeology of the area. In performing such a study, it is understood that a
balance must be struck between a reasonable inquiry into the site conditions and an exhaustive analysis
of each conceivable environmental characteristic. The following paragraphs discuss the assumptions
and parameters under which such an opinion is rendered. '

No investigation is thorough enough to describe all geologic/hydrogeologic conditions of interest at a
given site. If conditions have not been identified during the study, such a finding should not, therefore,
be construed as a guarantee of the absence of such conditions at the site, but rather as the result of the
services performed within the scope,.the limitations, and the cost of the work performed.

We are unable to report on or accurately predict events that may change the site conditions after the
described services are performed, whether they occur naturally or are caused by external forces. We
assume no responsibility for conditions we were not authorized to evaluate, or conditions not generally
recognized as predictable when services were performed.

Geologic/hydrogeologic conditions that cannot be identified solely by visual observation may exist at
the site. Where subsurface exploratory work was performed, our professional opinions are based in
part on interpretation of data from discrete sampling locations. The data may not represent dctual
conditions at unsampled locations.

(5@5) . (sect3-c.doc)
Forms D-9



ATTACHMENT 9
PROPOSED SITE ACTIVITY SCHEDULE



Proposed Schedule of Work

Former Jergens Facility
99 W. Verdugo Avenue, Burbank, California

- Proposed Task

| Weekl | Week2

Week 3

Week 4

Week §

Week §

Week 7

Week 8

Week 9

Week 10

Plan Approval by CBFD

$

Prep of Health and Safety Plan

Scheduling and Prefield Work

-

Field Activities:
Drilling soil boring and collecting samples

Somple Annlysis

Ficld Activities:
Excuvation/Sampling/Rulce | 166/Photo/Stockpiling

Sanipie Analysis -

Schedule Backfill of Tank Excavations:
Arrange for import soils, apply for WDR for tank 5,6, & 8 excavation

Backfill Excavations

Transportation and Offsite Disposal of Remaining Solls, If required

Preparation of Draft Summary Report and Submittal to Jergens

Review of Summary Report by Jergens

Preparation of Final Summary Iieport and Submittal to CBFD

00 LJERGENS\TOM.XLS

9713795




October 31, 1995

Mr. Anthony J. Scrudato

Praduction Superintendent

THE ANDREW JERGENS COMPANY
2535 Spring Grove Avenue

Cincinnati, Chio 45214-1773

RE: SITE INVESTIGATION WORK PLAN - 99 WEST VERDUGO AVE,
BURBANK, CA '

Dear Mr. Scrudato:

We have reviewed your consultant’s (Emcon, Inc.), work plan dated September 20, 1995,
for the additional site investigation activities to be conducted within and adjacent to the
former underground storage tanks located at the above referenced site.

We have reviewed the information obrained to dare and the proposed work plan to further
assess the extent of contamination. We have no objections to its implementation, provided
that all work is completed as specified in the work plan in compliance with all Burbank Fire

Department subsurface investigation requirements and the following site-specific
modifications are made:

L. Install one additional exploratory soil boring to the East of tanks 7 and 8. The
boring shall extend to 40 feet bgs with soil samples collected at 5 foot
intervals.

2.

Over excavation of soils surrounding the clarifier is limited to 30 feet bgs.
Confirmation sample collection to insure removal of all impacted soils will be
collected as requested during the excavation activities. The hydrocarbon
scan/fuel characterization performed detected concentrations ranging from
1,800 to 3000 mg/kg within the C, through C,, hydrocarbon chain, Please
provide information as to which hydrocarbon chain (Cy-C)a, Ci3-Cys, Co-Cod,
best identifies the contaminant. This information will be used 10 determine
which analysis will be required for the confirmation samples,

As stated during our October 26, 1995, meeting we have no objection to using, as back fill

material, the 350 cubic yards of stockpiled soils located on the site for the excavation
associated with tanks 1, 2, and 3.

L /¢ #:169€S¥EEIS «SJLVID0SSY NOOW t gb:¥1T ¢ 86-C1-¢C NOOK3: AHl TN

CITY OF BURBANK
275 EAST OLIVE AVENUE, P.Q.BOX 8459, BURBANK, CALIFORNIA 91510-6459
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Jergens (Cont’d)
QOctober 30, 1995
Page 2

However, soils analyzed that contain higher concentrations than those outlined in the

Regional Board's interim site assessment and cleanup guidebook for the respective
hydrocarbon chain will not be permitted to be used as back fill.

Please note, this letter is only intended to approve the implementation of the site investigation
and not the implementation of any remedial work associated with tank 5, 6, 7, and 8. Once

the extent of contamination has been defined both vertically and horizontally, you will be
asked to submit a remedial action plan.

If you have any questions regarding this ratter, please call me at (818) 238-3473.

Thank you for your cooperation.

Michael W. Davis
Fire of Fire Department

o

: ». Inspector
aegfound Storage Tank Unit
MWD:IRS:jw
ce: Erin K. O'Connell, Emcon
Sally W. Bilodeau, Emcon

Dennis Ward, The Andrew Jergens Company

Gregory A. Cunningham, The Andrew Jergens Company
Michael W. Davis, Fire Chief

Al Novak, Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board

solsres/jergens.o?S
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‘\@} 3300 N. 8an fFemando Boulevard » Burbank, Califomia 91504 « (818) 841-1160 » Fax (818) 846-9280

Deceraber 13, 1995
Project 2349-600.001

Inspector Josef R. Solares
Underground Tank Unit

City of Burbank Fire Department
353 East Olive Avenue
Burbank, California 91502-1282

Re: Remedial Action Plan for Additional Site Remediation
Former Andrew Jergens Facility
99 West Verdugo Avenue, Burbank, California

Dear Inspector Solares:

EMCON, on behalf of The Andrew Jergens Company (Jergens), is submitting this
Remedial Action Plan (RAP) for additional remediation activities at the former Jergens
facility at 99 West Verdugo Avenue, in Burbank, Califormia (Figure 1). The additional
remediation is proposed in the vicinity of former tanks 5, 6, and 8. This remediation
work was originally proposed in EMCON’s Workplan for Additional Site Investigation
and Remediation (Workplan) dated September 20, 1995. This RAP is being submitted in
response to the City of Burbank Fire Department (CBFD) letter dated October 31, 1995.

A final report summarizing the investigation and remediation activities conducted at the
site will be prepared and submitted to the CBFD at the conclusion of the site activities.
This report will contain a summary of the site divestment and remediation activities, field
procedures, boring logs, figures, tables, and laboratory analyses.

BACKGROUND

The site is located within the City of Burbank and is bordered by Verdugo Avenue to the
southeast, Flower Street to the southwest, and by Olive Street and the Southern Pacific
Railroad tracks to the northwest and southwest, respectively. The approximately 4.9 acre
site was formerly occupied by a facility owned and operated by Jergens from the 1920s
until 1992. The facility was used to manufacture soap and associated products and has
been decommissioned. The buildings have been demolished.

TANK CLOSURE ACTIVITIES
On March 8 and 22, 1995, four USTs (tanks 5 through 8) were excavated and removed
from the north-central portion of the site (Drawing 1) (J.K. Bryant, July 6, 1995). Soil

samples collected beneath tanks 5, 6, and 8 were reported to be impacted with TRPH
concentrations ranging from 16,000 to 35,000 mg/kg (Table 1). Soil excavated during

BBUAJERGENS\SOO\WPEK 000808 DOC-95\xb: |



Inspector Josef R. Solares Project 2349-600.001
December 13, 1995
Page 2

the removal of tank 5 was stockpiled and covered with polyethylene sheeting, and the
tank 5, 6, 7, 8 excavation was backfilled the excavated soils.

Assessment Activities

On April 28, 1995, soil borings B-1 through B-3 were drilled in the vicinity of the tank 5,
6, 7, and 8 excavation. The boring locations are illustrated on Drawing 1, and the boring
logs are included in Attachment 4. On December 1, 1995, two exploratory soil borings
(B-6 and B-7) were drilled on-site to a maximum depth of 51.5 feet below ground surface
(bgs). Soil boring B-6 was drilled through the approximate center of the footprint of the
former tank 5, 6, and 8 excavation to delineate the vertical extent of hydrocarbon-
impacted soil. Boring B-7 was drilled at an approximately 20-degree angle to assess the
lateral extent of hydrocarbon-impacted soil to the north of the former tanks.

Undisturbed soil samples from each boring were collected at S5-foot depth intervals.
These samples were collected for laboratory analysis and field hydrocarbon vapor
readings, and were logged by a California-registered geologist using the Unified Soil
Classification System (ASTM D2488). Upon completion of the sampling, the soil
borings were backfilled to the ground surface with bentonite chips hydrated in 3 foot lifts.
Soil cuttings generated during the drilling activities were placed in labeled, 55-gallon
Department of Transportation (DOT) approved drums and stored on the property pending
final characterization.

The field procedures for drilling and sampling the soil borings are included in
Attachment 1. The analytical results and chain-of-custody documentation are included in
Attachments 2 and 3. Exploratory boring logs are included in Attachment4. The
analytical results are summarized in Table 2.

Soil samples collected from borings B-1, B-2, B-3, B-6, and B-7 were submitted under
standard chain-of-custody documentation to Golden State/CAS, a state-certified (No.
1296) analytical laboratory. The samples were analyzed for the presence of hydrocarbons
using hydrocarbon scan/fuel characterization by U.S. EPA Method Modified 8015. In
addition, each sample was analyzed for BTEX using U.S. EPA Method 8020.

TPH and benzene concentrations were not reported at concentrations above method
reporting limits in the soil samples collected from borings B-1, B-2, B-3, and B-7
(Table 2). The soil samples collected at depths of 5, 10, and 15 feet bgs contained
concentrations of petroleum hydrocarbons ranging from 66 mg/kg to 10,000 mg/kg
(Table 2 and Attachment 4). The results are illustrated on cross-sections A-A’ and B-B’.
These results indicate that the horizontal and vertical extent of hydrocarbon-impacted soil
has been delineated.

BBU:JERGENS\60DO\WPAEKO00808.DOC-95\xb: 1



Inspector Josef R. Solares Project 2349-600.001
December 13, 1995
Page 3

REMEDIAL ACTION PLAN

This RAP is for additional remediation in the vicinity of former tanks 5, 6, and 8. The
soil borings in the vicinity of these tanks (borings B-1, B-2, B-3, B-6, and B-7) have
delineated the vertical and horizontal extent of impacted soils.

The proposed work will be conducted consistent with the CBFD closure guidelines
(Method #2, Post Removal Procedures). A representative of the CBFD will be notified of
the start date and time of the field activities associated with this workplan at least
48 hours prior to starting the work.

Task 1 - Prefield Activities

On behalf of Jergens, EMCON will contract with and schedule an excavator and operator
to excavate the impacted soils beneath tanks 5, 6, and 8 (Drawing 1). The work will be
conducted under the subcontractor’s Rule 1166 Monitoring permit from the South Coast
Air Quality Management District. In addition, EMCON will also notify the City of
Burbank Fire Department prior to conducting the field work.

A site-specific health and safety plan for the proposed work was included in
Attachment 7 of the Workplan dated September 20, 1995. A copy of the plan will be
present on site during the field activities.

Task 2 - Field Activities

EMCON will oversee and direct the excavation of the impacted soils beneath tanks 5, 6,
and 8, to the total depth of impacted soils or a maximum depth of approximately 30 feet
below ground surface. EMCON will perform Rule 1166 air monitoring during the
excavation work consistent with the South Coast Air Quality Management District
guidelines. EMCON will collect up to 10 soil samples from the sidewalls and base of the
excavation. EMCON will segregate the impacted soils and clean soils using the air
monitoring results and visual observation, and place the impacted soils on Visqueen
plastic. These soils will also be covered with Visqueen plastic.

The confirmatory soil samples collected from the tank 5, 6, and 8 excavation will be
analyzed for hydrocarbon scan/fuel characterization and BTEX. Photographs of the.
excavation, sampling, and stockpiling activities will be taken. The stockpiles will be
sampled and analyzed for characterization and disposal.

BBAU:UERGENS\GOO\WP\EK0O00808.DOC-95\xb: 1



Inspector Josef R. Solares Project 2349-600.001
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Task 3 - Tank 5, 6, and 8 Excavation Backfill

The analytical results of the samples collected from the stockpiles generated during the
excavation, will be used to characterize these soils for disposal. If the soils meet the
CBFD and RWQCB requirements for use as on-site backfill, the soil will be used as
backfill for the tank 5, 6, and 8 excavation. If the analytical results are such that the soils
must be transported and disposed of off site, manifests or other documentation of
appropriate disposal will be submitted to the CBFD in the summary report.

Task 4 - Prepération of Summary Report

EMCON will prepare a report summarizing the site history, field activities, and analytical
results, and present conclusions and recommendations for the site. This report will
include site maps showing soil sample, boring, and excavation locations. The report will
also include the chain-of-custody documentation and certified analytical reports from the
laboratory.

This RAP has been prepared consistent with current and generally accepted
environmental consulting principles and practices that are within the limitations described
in Attachment 6. The work will be scheduled once the CBFD has reviewed and approved
this RAP. If you have any questions or require additional information, please contact
Erin O’Connell at (818) 841-1160, ext. 316.

Sincerely,

EMCON

. ) ., | / } ) 7
Al i e 4

Erin K. O’Connell Sally W. Bilodeau
Project Geologist Director of Hazardous Waste Services

BBUJERGENS\GOO\WPEK Q00808.DOC-95\Uxb: |
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Attachments:
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Table 1 - Summary of Soil Analytical Resuits - Petroleurn Hydrocarbons
and BTEX
Table 2 - Summary of Soil Analytical Results - Soil Borings
Table 3 - Summary of Soil Analytical Results - Volatile Organic
Compounds
Table 4 - Summary of Soil Analytical Results - Metals
Figure | - Site Location Map
Figure 2 - Cross Section A-A’
Figure 3 - Cross Section B-B’
Drawing 1 - Site Map
Attachment 1 - Drilling and Sampling Procedures
Attachment 2 - Boring B-1 through B-3 Analytical Results and Chain-
of-Custody Documentation
Attachment 3 - Boring B-6 and B-7 Analytical Results and Chain-of-
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Attachment 5 - Limitations
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Project 2349-600.001

TABLE 1
Summary of Sofl Analytical Results
Petroleum Hydrocarbons and BTEX
The Andrew Jergens Facility
99 West Verdugo, Burbank, California

Extractable Petroleum Hydrocarbon Finger Print
TPH TPH C8-C12 C13-C23 C24-C40 Ethyl- Total Total
Sampl Sample | Sampl (Gas) (Dicsed) TRPH | TPH (Total) | (Gasoline) (Diesd) | (MotorOl) | B Tol b Xylenes Lead
D Date Depth (mg/Kg) (mg/Kg) | (mg/Kg) (mg/Kg) (mg/Kg) (mg/Kg) (mg/Kg) (mg/Kp) | (mg/Kp) ) (mp/Kg) | (mg/Kg) | (m,
EPA Method 8015m $01Sm 418.1 8015M 8020 (BTEX) 3050/6010 :
Method Reporting Limit (MRL) 0.1 10 10 10 | 10 | 10 10 0.005 [ 0.005 | 0.005 | 0.015 5 Lab
1A 2/16/95 15 - - ND - - - - ND ND ND ND - STS
1B 216/95 15 - - ND - - - ND ND ND ND - STS
2A 216195 15 - - ND - - - - ND ND ND ND - STS
2B 2/16/95 17 - - ND - - - - ND ND ND ND - STS
3A 216195 15 - - ND - - - - ND ND ND ND - STS
3B 216195 16’ - - ND - - - - ND ND ND ND - STS
4A 2/16/95 20 - - - ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND - STS
4B 216195 20 - - - ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND - STS
SA 2/16/95 8 - - ND - - - - ND ND ND ND - STS
5B 216195 8 - - ND - - - - ND ND ND ND - STS
5C 2/16/95 8 - - ND - - - - ND ND ND ND - STS
sD 2/16195 8 - - ND - - - - ND ND ND ND - STS
SE 216195 8 - - ND - - - ND ND ND ND - STS
SF 2/16/95 8 - - 76 - - - - ND ND ND ND - STS
5a 2/16/95 g - - 53 - - - - ND ND ND ND - STS
su 2/16/95 8 - - ND - - - - ND ND ND ND - STS
51 2/16/95 8 - - ND - - - - ND ND ND ND - STS
5J 216/95 8 - - 57 - - - - ND ND ND ND - STS
5K 2/16/95 8 - - ND - - - - ND ND ND ND - STS
6 21695 ik - - ND - - - - ND ND ND ND - STS
WTN 2/16/95 - - ND - - - - - - - - - - CAS
WTS 2/16195 - - ND - - - - - - - - ~ - CAS
MTN 2/16/95 - - ND - - - - - - - - - - CAS
MTS 2/16/95 - - ND - - - - - - - - - - CAS
"ETN 2/16/95 - - ND - - - - - - - - - CAS
ETS 2/16/95 - - ND - - - - - - - - - - CAS
EB-1 2024195 1 ND**+ - - - - - - - - - - - CAS
EB-1 2124195 st ND*** - - - - - - - - - - - CAS
EB-1 2724195 10 ND*** - - - - - - - - - - - CAS
EB-1 2024195 15 ND##» - - - - - - - - - - - CAS
STOCKPILE#1 2/14/95 - - - - 680 116 552 8 ND 0.025 0.029 0.21 - STS
STOCKPILE#2  2/14/95 - - - - 110 3 104 2 ND ND ND 0.13 - STS
PLASTICLINED  2/14/95 - - - - 230 29 195 2 ND ND 0.011 0.13 - STS
STOCKPILE
BB\h:\jergens\TABLES.XLS Page 1 of 2




Project 2349-600.001

TABLE 1
Summary of Soll Analytical Results
Petroleum Hydrocarbons and BTEX
The Andrew Jergens Facility

99 West Verdugo, Burbaak, California

Extractable Petroleum Hydrocarbon Finger Print
TPH TPH C8-C12 C13-C23 C24-C40 Ethyl- Total Tolal
Sample Sample | Sample (Gas) (Diesel) TRPH | TPH (Total) | (Gasoline) (Diesd) (Motor Oil) | Benzene | Toluene | benzene | Xylenes Lead
1) Date | Depth | (mgKg) | mgKp) |mgKe)| (mpgKp) | mgKe) | (mgKp) | (mpKe) | (meKe) | (myKe) | (mpKe) | (meKg) | (me/Ke)
EPA Method 8015m 8015m 418.1 8015M 8020 (BTEX) 3050/6010
Method Reporting Limit (MRL) 0.1 10 10. 10 | 10 ] 10 10 0.005 | 0005 | 0.005 | 0.015 5 Lab
TANK 5A 3/8/95 14.5 - - 35,000 9,800 660 6,100 3,000 ND L5 ND 5.4 - STS
TANK 5B 3/8/95 13.5° - - 26,000 8,100 590 4,800 2,700 ND ND ND 0.34 - STS
TANK 6A 3/8/9s 13.5' - - 19,000 7,600 580 4,600 2,500 1.1 8.0 4.2 21 - STS
TANK 7 3722195 8.5 - - ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND - STS
TANK 8 3122195 14 - - 16,000 4,360 750 2,010 1,600 1.2 15 8.0 37.5 - STS
8A 3/22/95 85 - - ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND - STS
8B 322195 8.5 - - ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND - STS
|
SP-1 3/8/95 - NIX10) ND - - - - - ND(0.050) NDX{0.050) ND{0.050) NDX0.050) - CAS
SP-2 3/8/95 - *14(10) **40 - - - - - ND(0.050) ND(0.050) ND{0.050) NIX0.050) - CAS
SP-3 3/8/95 - ND(10) ND - - - - - ND(0050) ND{(0.050) ND{0.050) NIX0 050) - CAS
sP4 3/8/95 - NIX10) s*76 - - - - - ND(0.050) ND(0.050) ND{0.050) NDX{0.050) 17 CAS
SP-5 3/8/95 - ND(10) ND - - - - - ND(0.050) ND(0.050) NIX0.050) NIDX0.050) - CAS
SP-6 3/8/95 - ND(10) 54 - - - - - ND(0.050) NDX0.050) NDX{0.050) ND{0.050) - CAS
SP-7 3/8/195 - ND(10) se53 - - - - - ND(0.050) ND(0.050) ND(0.050) NDX{0.050) - CAS
SP-8 3/8/95 - ND(10) 028 - - - - - ND(0.050) ND(0.050) ND(0.050) ND{0.050) - CAS
spP-9 318195 - NID(10) ND - - - - - ND(0.050) ND(0.050) NDX{0.050) NIX0.050) - CAS
SP-10 378195 - ND(10) 56 - - - - - ND(0.050) ND(0.050) NDX0.050) NIDX0.050) - CAS
SP-11 378195 - NIDX10) e*]8 - - - - - ND(0.050) ND(0.050) ND(0.050) NDX{0.050) - CAS
SP-12 3/8/95 - NIDX(10) **40 - - - - - ND(0.050) ND(0.050) NDX{0.050) ND{0.050) - CAS
SP-13 3/8195 - NID(10) ND - - - - - ND(0.050) ND(0.050) NDX{0.050) ND{0.050) - CAS
SP-14 3/8/95 - ND(10) w47 - - - - - ND(0050) ND(0.050) ND(0.050) ND{0.050) - CAS
SP-15 3/8/95 - NIX(10) ¢e28 - - - - - ND(0.050) ND(0.050) NDX0.050) NDX{0.050) - CAS
SP-16 3/8/95 - ND(10) *e50 - - - - - ND(0.050) NDX{0.050) NIDX0.050) NIDX0.050) - CAS
SP-17 3/8/95 - NIDX(10) ND - - - - - ND(0 050) ND(0.050) ND(0.050) NDX0.050) - CAS
SP-18 3/8195 - ND(10) .35 - - - - - ND(0.050) ND{(0.050) ND(0.050) ND(0.050) - CAS
SP-19 3/8/95 - NID(10) ND - - - - - ND{(0.050) ND{(0.050) ND0.050) NIX0.050) - CAS
Notes:
ND = Not detected at or above the method reporting limt. Method reporting STS = Southland Technical Services, Inc
limit is reported above unless specified in parenthesis. CAS = Columbia Analytical Services, Inc.
-- = Not analyzed TPH = Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons
* = Result indicates hydrocarbons detected in the time range of C4-C12, TRPH = Total Recoverable Petroleum Hydrocarbons
** = Result indicates hydrocarbons detected in the time range of C12-C24.
** = Samples were analyzed for EPA Methods 5030/8015m.
QA/QC:
BB\h:\jergens\TABLES XLS Pagc2of2




Project 2349-600.001

TABLE 2
Summary of Soil Analytical Results - Soil Borings
Former Jergens Facility

99 W. Verdugo Avenue, Burbank, California

US.EPA U.S. EPA Method 8020 EPA Method 8260 EPA Method| EPA Method | EPA Method
Method 8015M Ethyl- Total 3550/8270 | Method 9045 9060/7196A
Boring | Sample] Sample TPH-FC® | Benzene | Toluene | benzene | Xylenes | Volatile Organic Compounds | Semi-VOC's| Hexavalent
LD. Date | Depth (ft.) (mg/Kg) (mg/Kg) | (mg/Kg) (mﬂg) {mg/Kg) (mg/Kg) (mg/Kg) Chromium pH
Method Detection Limit (MDL) 10 0.0005 | 0.0608 0.0005 0.002 hd _ ** 2 NA
EB-1 2/24/95 I - NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
2/24/95 5 - NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
2/24/95 1 -- NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
2/24/95 15 - NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
B-1 4/28/95 5 - - - = - NA NA NA NA
4/28/95 10 - .- - -- - NA NA NA NA
4/28/95 15 - - - - - NA NA NA NA
4/28/95 20' - - — -- -- NA NA NA NA
4/28/95 25 - -- - - -- NA NA NA NA
4/28/95 30 - -- -- -~ - NA . NA NA NA
4/28/95 3s' - - - .- - NA NA NA NA
4/28/95 40 .o - - - - NA NA NA NA
B-2 4/28/95 5 -- -- - - - NA NA NA NA
4/28/95 1 -- -- - - -- NA NA NA NA
4/28/95 15 - -- -~ - - NA NA NA NA
4/28/95 20 - - - - - NA NA NA NA
4/28/95 25 - -~ -- p -- NA NA NA NA
4128195 30 - - -- -- - NA NA NA NA
4/28/95 35 - -- -~ -- - NA NA NA NA
4/28/95 40 - - - - -- NA NA NA NA
B-3 4/28/95 5 -- - - 0.0041 0.033 NA NA NA NA
4/28/95 10 NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS
4/28/95 15’ - - -- 0.0028 0.027 NA NA NA NA
4/28/95 20 - - - - - NA NA NA NA
4/28/95 25 -- - - -- - NA NA NA NA
4/28/95 30 -- - - .- - NA NA NA NA
4/28/95 35 - -- - - - NA NA NA NA
4/28/95 40 - -~ - -~ - NA NA NA NA
Page 1 of 3
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Project 2349-600.001

TABLE 2 (continued)

Summary of Soil Analytical Results - Soil Borings

Former Jergens Facility
99 W. Verdugo Avenue, Burbank, California
US.EPA U.S. EPA Method 8020 EPA Method 8260 EPA Method| EPA Method | EPA Method
Method 8015M Ethyl- Total 3550/8270 | Method 9045] 9060/7196A
Boring | Sample| Sample .| TPH-FC" | Benzene | Toluene | benzene | Xylenes | Volatile Organic Compounds | Semi-VOC's| Hexavalent

1L.D. Date | Depth (It.) (mg/Kg) (mg/Kg) | (mg/Kg) | (mp/Kg) | (mg/Kg) (mg/Kg) (mg/Kg) Chromium pH
Method Detection Limit (MDL) 10 0.0005 0.0005 0.0005 0.002 * M 2 NA
Clarifier  4/28/95 5 3,000+ NA NA NA NA 3.7(tr) Trichlorofluoromethane - - 10.2

B4 4.3(tr) Xylenes, 50 Acetone
10 1,800* NA NA NA NA 46(tr) Acetone -- - 8.6
Sump 4/28/95 s -- NA NA NA NA -- - - 7.8
B-5 4/28/95 10 - NA NA NA NA - - -- 7.2
4/28/95 1s' - NA NA NA NA ] - - -- 85
B-6 12/1/95 5 66 - - 0.013 0.029 NA NA NA NA
12/1/95 10 6,200 -- - 0.033 0.043 NA NA NA NA
12/1/95 15 10,000 - - 0.02 0.028 NA NA NA NA
12/1/95 20 - - - - - NA NA NA NA
12/1/95 25 - -- - - - NA NA NA NA
12/1/95 30 - - -- - - NA NA NA NA
12/1/95 35 - -- -- -~ - NA NA NA NA
12/1/95 40 - - - - - NA NA NA NA
12/1/95 45 - -- - - - NA NA NA NA
12/1/95 50 - - - -~ - NA NA NA NA
B-7 12/1/95 5 - -- - - - NA NA NA NA
12/1/95 1o - -- -~ - -- NA NA NA NA
12/1195 15 -- -- - - - NA NA NA NA
1271195 20 .- - -- - - NA NA NA NA
12/1/95 25 = -- = -- - NA NA NA NA
12/1/95 30 -- - - .- - NA NA NA NA
12/1/95 35 - -- - - - NA NA NA NA
1211195 40 NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS
12/1/95 45 - - - - -- NA NA NA NA
1211195 50 - - - - - NA NA NA NA
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Project 2349-600.001 TABLE 2 (continued)
Summary of Soil Analytical Results - Soil Borings
Former Jergens Facility
~ 99 W. Verdugo Avenue, Burbank, California

Notes:
Analyzed by Golden State/CAS Laboratories, Inc., Canoga Park, California
-- = Not detected at or above the method detection limit shown above.
NA = Not analyzed.
NS = Not sampled.

* = Hydrocarbon Range = C8->C30. The chromatogram indicates the presence of a hydrocarbon fill mixture cluting within the diesel and motor-oil range.

** = Various Method Delection Limits are reported. See Certified Analytical Results.

(tr) = Trace Level
(1) Hydrocarbon Scan/Fuel Characterization represents a hydrocarbon scan C, thru Cyg hydrocarbons.

(2) Base Neutral/Acid Semivolatile Organic Compounds analyzed using EPA Methods 3550/8270.
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TABLE3
Suminary of Soll Analytical Results

Volatile Organic Compounds

The Andrew Jergens Facili
99 West Verdugo, Burbank, Califomia
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ND m Not detected at or above the method report lunit shown sbove.

* » Method detection hait shown on secopdary scale.

- = Not analyzed

Notes:
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Project 2349-600.001

TABLE 4

Summary of Soil Analytical Results
Metals
The Andrew Jergens Facility
99 West Verdugo, Burbank, California

CAM Metals
E
g8 =
> = g
Elel|g| E| 2 2]l .| & El oz g B | 2
| 5 = g P g' 3 = .E b = ~
gl 3| 2|2 |&l3|E|2|5 |8 85|83
Sample ID |Sample Date Depth f: < é_ é o] @] S 3 a2 | =1 = 7 | & 7 ﬁ S N
EPA Method 7040 | 7060 | 7080 | 7090 { 7130 | 7190 | 7200 | 7210 | 7420 | 7470 | 7480 | 7520 | 7740 | 7760 | 7840 | 7910 | 7950
Method Reporting Limit (MRL) 10 | 005 50 ) 25| 25 25| 251 25| 25001} 50| 25 10051 25 { 2.5 10 25 Lab
TANKSA 3/8/95 14.5 45 ND 600 ND ND 18 32 32 11 0b2 ND 17 ND ND 54 40 39 STS
TANKSB 3/8/95 13.5 37 ND 660 ND ND 16 29 29 10 001 ND 14 ND ND 46 27 32 STS
TANKGA 3/8/95 13.5 40 ND 930 ND ND 23 35 32 12 002 ND 15 ND ND 39 34 233 STS
TANK 7 3122195 85 50 ND 610 ND ND 104 95 138 85 ND ND 185 ND ND 55 295 43 STS
TANK 8 3/22/95 i4 58 ND 620 ND ND 105 108 237 107 002 ND 212 ND ND 65 216 11 STS
8A 3/22/95 8.5 53 -ND 470 ND ND 10 8.8 20 84 ND ND 168 ND ND 37 222 82 STS
8B 3/22/95 85 55 ND 500 ND ND 11 83 28 82 ND ND 184 ND ND 54 322 40 STS
ND = Not detected at or above the method reporting limit shown above.
Page 1 of 1
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| ATTACHMENT 1
DRILLING AND SAMPLING PROCEDURES



ATTACHMENT 1
DRILLING AND SAMPLING PROCEDURES

Exploratory soil borings B-1 through B-3, B-6, and B-7 were drilled in February, April,
and December 1995, using drill rigs equipped with continuous-flight, hollow-stem auger
drilling equipment. The auger flights were steam-cleaned prior to drilling each boring.
Each borehole was initially hand-augered to an approximate depth of 5 feet below grade
to minimize the potential of encountering buried pipelines, electrical lines, and other
subsurface obstructions. - ~

Undisturbed soil samples were collected at 5-foot-depth intervals using a 2.5-inch outside
diameter, modified California split-spoon sampler equipped with brass liners. The
sampler was driven 18 inches into the soil ahead of the lead auger using a 140-pound
slide hammer with a 30 inch drop. The middle sample sleeve was retained and sealed
with Teflon tape and plastic end caps. The samples were placed in a chilled insulated
container and delivered to Golden State/CAS, a state certified analytical laboratory along
with appropriate chain-of-custody documentation. A detailed log of each boring was
recorded by a EMCON geologist from the soil samples and auger return material using
the Unified Soil Classification System (ASTM D1586). Upon completion of sampling,
the borings were backfilled to the ground surface with bentonite chips hydrated in 3 foot
lifts. The exploratory boring logs are included in Appendix 4.

Soil samples were field screened for volatile organic compounds (VOCs) by headspace
analysis using a photoionization detector (PID) calibrated to 100 parts per million by
volume (ppmv) isobutylene gas. For each sample interval, approximately 200 grams of
soil was placed in a sealable plastic bag. After the soil was allowed to equilibrate for
approximately 20 minutes, the probe tip of the PID was inserted into the bag. The
highest measured concentrations of volatile organic vapors within the bag was recorded
for each sample interval on the boring log.

Soil cuttings and auger rinseate generated during drilling activities were contained in
DOT-approved 55-gallon steel drums pending characterization and disposal. A copy of
the waste disposal manifests will be included in the final report.

BBUACTYBURB\GOGEK Q00808 . DOC-95Uxb: 1 1-1



ATTACHMENT 2

BORINGS B-1 THROUGH B-3 ANALYTICAL RESULTS
AND CHAIN-OF-CUSTODY DOCUMENTATION



GOLDEN STATE/CAS

LABORATORIES, INC.

May 11, 1995

Sally Bilodeau

EMCON Associates

3300 North San Fernando Blvd.

Burbank, CA 91504

Re:  Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W, Verdugo Ave., Burbank

Dear Sally:

Enclosed are the results of the samples submitted to our lab on May 1, 1995. For your
reference, these analyses have been assigned our service request number 1.952192.

All analyses were performed in accordance with our laboratory’s quality assurance program.
Golden State / CAS is certified for environmental analyses by the California. Department of
Health Services (Certificate # 1296/Expiration - August 1996).

Please call if you have any questions.

Respectfully submitted,

Golden State/CAS Laboratories, Inc.

Elaine R. Thomas
Project Chemist

ET/sjt

6925 CANOGA AVENUE L] CANOGA PARK, CA 91303 a 818 587-5550 u FAX 818 587-5555



CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
LOS ANGELES REGION

LABORATORY REPORT FORM FOR PETROLEUM HYDROCARBONS

Laboratory Name: Golden State / CAS Laboratories, Inc.

Address: 6925 Canoga Avenue, Canoga Park, CA 91303
Telephone: (818) 587-5550

Laboratory Certification (ELAP) No.: 1296

Expiration Date: August 1996

Laboratory Director’s Name: ~  Dr. B. Gene Bennett

Laboratory Director’s Signature: %Mw&m&#&_ﬂ&&_&m Rerungtt
Client: EMCON Associates

Project No.: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave., Burbank
Analytical Method: EPA Method 8020

Date Sampled: 4/28/95

Date Received: 5/1/95

Date Reported: 5/9/95

Sample Matrix: Soil

Chain of Custody Received: Yes

Sample Condition:

--Sample Headspace Description (%): 0% Headspace
--Sample Container Material: Brass Tube

6925 CANOGA AVENUE u CANOCGA PARK, CA 91303 u 818 587-5550 n: FAX 818 587-5555



CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
LOS ANGELES REGION

LABORATORY REPORT FORM FOR PETROLEUM HYDROCARBONS

Laboratory Name: Golden State / CAS Laboratories, Inc.
Address: 6925 Canoga Avenue, Canoga Park, CA 91303
Telephone: (818) 587-5550

Laboratory Certification (ELAP) No.: 1296

Expiration Date: August 1996

Laboratory Director’s'Name: "~ Dr. B. Gene Bennett

Laboratory Director's Signature: %M&%g&mﬂ Bamratt
Client: : \ California Environmental

Project No.: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave., Burbank
Analytical Method: EPA Method 8260

Date Sampled: 4/28/95

Date Received: 5/1/95

Date Reported: 5/9/95

Sample Matrix: Soil

Chain of Custody Received: Yes

Sample Condition:

--Sample Headspace Description (%): 0% Headspace
—~Sample Container Material: Brass Tube

6925 CANOGA AVENUE u CANOGA PARK, CA 91303 n 818 587-5550 L B FAX B18 587-5555



COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

Client:
Project:
Sample Matrix: Soil

EMCON

Analytical Report

Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank

Reporting Units: mg/Kg (ppm)

Service Request: 1.952192

*DATE ANALYZED 5/1/95 5/1/95 5/1/95 5/1/95
DILUTION FACTOR 1 1 1 1
LAB SAMPLE1D.! 1L952192-002 1L952192-003 L952192-004 1.952192-005
CLIENT SAMPLE 1LD. B-1,10' B-1,15' B-1,20' B-1,25'
BTEX (EPA 8020) MDL _
Benzene 0.0005 ND ND ND ND
Toluene 0.0005 ND ND ND ND
Ethylbenzene 0.0005 ND ND ND ND
Total Xylenes 0.002 ND ND ND ND
Surrogate Spk éonc ACP% % RC % RC % RC % RC
4-Bromofluorobenzene 50 60-130 87 87 91 90
*Date Analyzed = Date Extracted using Purge and Trap Technology (EPA Method 5030)
MDL = Method Detection Limit; MB = Method Blank; ND = Not Detected (Below MDL);
Spk Conc = Spike Concentration; ACP % = Acceptable Range of Percent; % RC = % Recovery
Approved By: &JK{LQ /XW Date: 5/ p74 / y )
o 4 J
L952192XLS - wb8020w (2) V1295 Page No.:
6925 CANOGA AVENUE | CANOGA PARK, CA 91303 L 818 587-5550 u FAX 818 587-5555




COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

Analytical Report
Client: EMCON Service Request: 1952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank
Sample Matrix: Soil
Reporting Units: mg/Kg (ppm)
*DATE ANALYZED 5/1/95 5/1/95 5/1/95 5/1/95
DILUTION FACTOR 1 1 1 1
LAB SAMPLE 1.D.| L952192-006 1952192-007 1952192-008 1.952192-009
CLIENT SAMPLE L.D. B-1,30' B-1,35' B-1,40' B-2.5'
BTEX (EPA 8020) MDL -
Benzene 0.0005 ND ND ND ND
Toluene 0.0005 ND ND ND ND
Ethylbenzene 0.0005 ND ND ND ND
Total Xylenes 0.002 ND ND ND ND
Surrogate Spk Conc| ACP% % RC % RC % RC % RC
4-Bromofluorobenzene 50 60-130 84 88 86 86
*Date Analyzed = Date Extracted using Purge and Trap Technology (EPA Method 5030)
MDL = Method Detection Limit; MB = Method Blank; ND = Not Detected (Below MDL);
Spk Conc = Spike Concentration; ACP % = Acceptable Range of Percent; % RC = % Recovery
Approved By: &JU&L W Date: )[//( 25 :
WEBPHB/62794 d
1952192.XLS - wb8020w (3) V129! Page No:
6925 CANOGA AVENUE | CANOCA PARK, CA 91303 | 818 587-5550 ] FAX 818 587-5555




L —
COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.
Analytical Report
Client: EMCCON Service Request: 1.952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank

Sample Matrix: Soil

Reporting Units: mg/Kg (ppm)

*DATE ANALYZED 5/1/95 5/2/95 5/2/95 5/2495
DILUTION FACTOR 1 1 1 1
LAB SAMPLELD.|] L952192-010 1.952192-011 1.952192-012 1.952192-013
CLIENT SAMPLE LD. B-2,10' B-2,15' B-2,20' B-2,25'
BTEX (EPA 8020) MDL
Benzene 0.0005 ND ND ND ND
Toluene 0.0005 ND ND ND ND
Ethylbenzene 0.0005 ND ND ND ND
Total Xylenes 0.002 ND ND ND ND
Surrogate Spk Conci{ ACP% % RC % RC % RC % RC
4-Bromofluorobenzene 50 60-130 79 94 89 89
*Date Analyzed = Date Extracted using Purge and Trap Technology (EPA Method 5030)
MDL = Method Detection Limit; MB = Method Blank; ND = Not Detected (Below MDL);
Spk Conc = Spike Concentration; ACP % = Acceptable Range of Percent; % RC = % Recovery
Approved By: &({L@ K(‘ M Date: 5/// / o)
L952192XLS - whBII0w (4) ¥12/95 Poge No.:
6925 CANOGA AVENUE CANOGA PARK, CA 91303 818 587-5550 | FAX 818 587-5555




COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.
Analytical Report
Client: EMCON

Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank
Sample Matrix: Soil

Service Request: 1.952192

Reporting Units: mg/Kg (ppm)

*DATE ANALYZED 5/1/95 5/2/95 5/3/95 5/1/95
DILUTION FACTOR 1 1 1 1
LAB SAMPLELD.{ L1952192-MB 1952192-MB L952192-MB 1.952192-001
CLIENT SAMPLE 1.D.{ Method Blank Method Blank Method Blank B-1.5'
BTEX (EPA 8020) MDL —
Benzene 0.0005 ND ND ND ND
Toluene 0.0005 ND ND ND ND
Ethylbenzene 0.0005 ND ND ND ND
Total Xylenes 0.002 ND ND ND ND
Surrogate Spk Conc{ ACP% % RC % RC % RC % RC
4-Bromofluorobenzene 50 60-130 107 107 106 78
*Date Analyzed = Date Extracted using Purge and Trap Technology (EPA Method 5030)
MDL = Method Detection Limit: MB = Method Blank; ND = Not Detected (Below MDL),
Spk Conc = Spike Concentration; ACP % = Acceptable Range of Percent; % RC = % Recovery
Approved By: OCLQ l‘/u,mmf pate: 5//; // Z5
WBPHR/062794 6 L)
L952192.XLS - whS020w V1255 Page Na_

6925 CANOGA AVENUE | CANOGA PARK, CA 91303 a- 818 587-5550 u FAX 818 587-5555



COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

Analytical Report
Client: EMCON : ' Service Request: 1952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank Date Collected: 4/28/95
Sample Matrix: Soil Date Received: 5/1/95

Date Extracted: 5/2/95

Hydrocarbon Scan/Fuel Characterization'
EPA Method Modified 8015/California DHS LUFT Method

Units: mg/Kg (ppm)

Date Hydrocarbon

Sample Name Lab Code ~  Analyzed MRL  Result Fuel Characterization  Range
B-3,15' L952192-018 5/6/95 10 ND None NA
B-3,20' L952192-019 5/6/95 10 ND None NA
B-3,25' L952192-020 5/6/95 10 ND None NA
B-3,30' L952192-021 5/6/95 10 ND None NA
B-3,35' 1952192022 5/6/95 10 ND None NA
B-3,40 1952192023 5/6/95 - 10 ND None NA
B4,5' 1.952192-024 5/8/95 10 3000 * C8->C30
B<4,10' L952192-025 5/8/95 10 1800 * C8->C30
B-5,5' 1.952192-026 5/8/95 10 ND None NA
B-5,10° 1952192027 5/6/95 10 ND None NA
B-5,15" 1952192028 5/6/95 10 ND None NA
Method Blank L952192-MB 5/5/95 10 ND None NA
Method Blank L952192-MB 5/5/95 10 ND None NA
! Hydrocarbon Scan/Fuel Characterization represents a hydrocarbon scan C, thru Cs, hydrocarbons.
MRL Method Reporting Limit
ND None Detected at or above the method reporting limit
NA Not Applicable
* The chromatogram indicates the presence of a hydrocarbon fill mixture eluting within the diesel

and motor-oil range.
Approved By: F 8| [)Cdl XCALUU/L(J: Date: 5//// 25
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

Analytical Report
Client: EMCON Service Request: 1952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Bur Date Collected: 4/28/95
Sample Matrix: Soil Date Received: 5/1/95

Date Extracted: 5/2/95

Base Neutral/Acid Semivolatile Organic Compounds
EPA Methods 3550/8270

Units: mg/Kg (ppm)

Sample Name: B-4,5' B-4,10' B-5,5'
Lab Code: 1952192024 1952192025 1952192-026
Date Analyzed: 5/3/95 5/3/95 5/3/95

Base Neutral Analyte MRL

N-Nitrosodimethylamine 03 - ND ND ND
Aniline 0.3 ND ND ND
Bis(2-chloroethvl) Ether 03 ND ND ND
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 03 ND ND ND
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 0.3 ND ND ND
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 0.3 ND ND ND
Bis(2-chloroisopropyl) Ether 03 ND ND ND
N-Nitrosodi-n-propylamine 03 ND ND ND
Hexachloroethane 0.3 ND ND ND
Nitrobenzene 0.3 ND - ND ND
Isophorone 03 ND ND ND
Bis(2-chloroethoxy)methane 03 ND ND ND
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 0.3 ND ND ND
Naphthalene 0.3 ND ND ND
4-Chloroaniline 03 ND ND ND
Hexachlorobutadiene 03 ND ND ND
2-Methylnaphthalene 03 ND ND ND
Hexachlorocyciopentadiene 03 ND ND ND
2-Chloronaphthalene 03 ND ND ND
2-Nitroaniline 2 ND ND ND
Dimethyi Phthalate 0.3 ND ND ND
Acenaphthylene 03 ND ND ND
3-Nitroaniline 2 ND ND ND
Acenaphthene 0.3 ND ND ND
Dibenzofuran - 0.3 ND ND ND
2,4-Dinitrotoluene 03 ND ND ND
MRL Method Reporting Limit.

ND None Detected at or above the method reporting limit.

Approved By: Date: 5 // / / 96
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Client: EMCON

Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Bur

Sample Matrix: Soil

Sample Name:
Lab Code:
Date Analyzed:
Base Neutral Analyte MRL
2,6-Dinitrotoluene 03 -
Diethy! Phthalate 0.3
4~-Chlorophenyl Pheny! Ether 0.3
Fluorene 0.3
4-Nitroaniline 2
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine 03
4-Bromophenyl Phenyl Ether 0.3
Hexachlorobenzene 0.3
Phenanthrene 0.3
Anthracene 0.3
Di-n-butyl Phthalate 03
Fluoranthene 03
Pyrene 03
Butylbenzyl Phthalate 03
3,3"-Dichlorobenzidine 0.3
Benz(a)anthracene 0.3
Bis(2-ethylhexyl) Phthalate 0.3
Chrysene 0.3
Di-n-octyl Phthalate 0.3
Benzo(b)fluoranthene 0.3
Benzo(k)fluoranthene 0.3
Benzo(a)pyrene 03
Indeno(1,2,3-c,d)pyrene 0.3
Dibenz(a h)anthracene 0.3
Benzo(g,h,i)perylene 03
Pyridine 0.6
MRL Method Reporting Limit.
ND None Detected at or above the method reporting limit.

COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

Base Neutral/Acid Semivolatile Organic Compounds

Analytical Report

EPA Methods 3550/8270
Units: mg/Kg (ppm)

B-4,5'
L952192-024
5/3/95

5558655886585 55565886555888388

vae: S/0/ /95

Service Request: 1.952192
Date Collected: 4/28/95
Date Received: 5/1/95
Date Extracted: 5/2/95

B-4,10'
L952192-025
513/95

§65855655565585585585588588388

Approved By: gu/)/ 7 Zf@/mﬂ/zf
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

Analytical Report
Client: EMCON Service Request: L952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Bur Date Collected: 4/28/95
Sample Matrix: Soil Date Received: 5/1/95

Date Extracted: 5/2/95

Base Neutral/Acid Semivolatile Organic Compounds
EPA Methods 3550/8270

Units: mg/Kg (ppm)

Sample Name: B-4,5' B-4,10' B-5,5'
Lab Code: 1L952192-024 L952192-025 1.952192-026
Date Analyzed: 5/3/95 5/3/95 5/3/95
Acid Analyte MRL '
Phenol - 03 _ ND ND ND
2-Chlorophenol 03 ND ND ND
Benzyl Alcohol 0.3 ND ND ND
2-Methylphenol 03 ND ND ND
3- and 4-Methylphenol® 03 ND ND ND
2-Nitrophenol 03 ND ND ND
2,4-Dimethylphenol 0.3 ND ND ND
Benzoic Acid 2 ND ND ND
2,4-Dichlorophenol 0.3 ND ND ’ ND
4-Chloro-3-methvlphenol 0.3 ND ND ND
2,4,6-Trichlorophenol 0.3 ND ND ND
2,4,5-Trichlorophenol 03 ND ND ND
2,4-Dinitrophenol 2 ND ND ND
4-Nitrophenol 2 ND ND ND
2-Methyl-4,6-dinitrophenol 2 ND ND ND
Pentachlorophenol 2 ND ND ND
MRL Method Reporting Limit.
ND None Detected at or above the method reporting limit.
: Quantified as 4-Methylphenol.

Approved By: (C,;j/a{(é X/‘M Date: 5/ // / 95
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

Analytical Report
Client: EMCON Service Request: 1952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Bur Date Collected: 4/28/95
Sample Matrix: Soil ' Date Received: 5/1/95

Date Extracted: 5/2/95

Base Neutral/Acid Semivolatile Organic Compounds
EPA Methods 3550/8270

Units: mg/Kg (ppm)

Sample Name: B-5,10' B-§,15" Method Blank
Lab Code: L952192-027 1952192-028 1L952192-MB
Date Analyzed: 5/3/95 5/3/95 5/3/95
Base Neutral Analyte MRL
N-Nitrosodimethylamine 03 T ND ND ND
Aniline 0.3 ND ND ND
Bis(2-chloroethyl) Ether 03 ND ND ND
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 03 ND ND ND
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 0.3 ND ND ND
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 0.3 ND ND ND
Bis(2-chloroisopropyl) Ether 03 ND ND ND
N-Nitrosodi-n-propylamine 0.3 ND ND ND
Hexachloroethane 0.3 ND ND ND
Nitrobenzene 0.3 ND ND ND
Isophorone 0.3 ND ND ND
Bis(2-chloroethoxy)methane 0.3 ND ND ND
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 03 ND ND ND
Naphthalene 0.3 ND ND ND
4-Chloroaniline 0.3 ND ND ND
Hexachlorobutadiene 0.3 ND ND ND
2-Methylnaphthalene 0.3 ND ND ND
Hexachlorocyclopentadiene 0.3 ND ND ND
2-Chloronaphthalene 0.3 ND ND ND
2-Nitroaniline 2 ND ND ND
Dimethyl Phthalate 0.3 ND ND ND
Acenaphthylene 0.3 ND ND ND
3-Nitroaniline 2 ND ND ND
Acenaphthene ) 0.3 ND ND ND
Dibenzofuran 0.3 ND ND ND
2,4-Dinitrotoluene 0.3 ND ND ND
MRL Method Reporting Limit.
ND None Detected at or above the method reporting limit.

L952192.XLS - 8270s (2) #1295 Page No.:
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

Analytical Report -
Client: EMCON Service Request: 1952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Bur Date Collected: 4/28/95
Sample Matrix: Soil Date Received: 5/1/95

Date Extracted: 5/2/95

Base Neutral/Acid Semivolatile Organic Compounds
EPA Methods 3550/8270

Units: mg/Kg (ppm)

Sample Name: B-5,10' B-5,15' Method Blank
Lab Code: 1952192027 L952192-028 L952192-MB
Date Analyzed: 5/3/95 5/3/95 5/3/95
Base Neutral Analyte MRL
2,6-Dinitrotoluene 03 7 ND ND ND
Diethyl Phthalate 0.3 ND ND ND
4-Chlorophenyl Phenyl Ether 03 ND ND ND
Fluorene 03 ND ND ND
4-Nitroaniline 2 ND ND ND
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine 03 ND ND ND
4-Bromophenyl Phenyl Ether 03 ND ND ND
Hexachlorobenzene 03 ND ND ND
Phenanthrene 03 ND ND ND
Anthracene ‘ 0.3 ND ND ND
Di-n-butyl Phthalate 0.3 ND ND ND
Fluoranthene 03 ND ND ND
Pyrene 0.3 ND ND ND
Butylbenzyl Phthalate 03 ND . ND ND
3,3'-Dichlorobenzidine ’ 0.3 ND " ND ND
Benz(a)anthracene 0.3 ND ND ND
Bis(2-ethylhexyl) Phthalate 03 ND ND ND
Chrysene 0.3 ND ND ND
Di-n-octyl Phthalate 0.3 ND ND ND
Benzo(b)fluoranthene 0.3 ND ND ND
Benzo(k)fluoranthene 0.3 ND ND ND
Benzo(a)pyrene 0.3 ND ND ND
Indeno(1,2,3-c,d)pyrene 0.3 ND ND ND
Dibenz(a,h)anthracene 03 ND ND ND
Benzo(g,h,i)perylene 03 ND ND ND
Pyridine 0.6 ND ND ND
MRL Method Reporting Limit.
ND None Detected at or above the method reporting limit.
Approved By: Date: 5//// %
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

Analytical Report
Client: EMCON Service Request: 1952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Bur Date Coliected: 4/28/95
Sample Matrix: Soil Date Received: 5/1/95

Date Extracted: 5/2/95

Base Neutral/Acid Semivolatile Organic Compounds
EPA Methods 3550/8270 ’

Units: mg/Kg (ppm)

Sample Name: - B-5,10' B-§,15' Method Blank
Lab Code: 1L.952192-027 1952192028 1.952192-MB
Date Analyzed: 5/3/95 5/3/95 5/3/95
Acid Analyte ' MRL
Phenol - 03 _ ND ND ND
2-Chlorophenol ’ 0.3 ND ND ND
Benzyl Alcohol 0.3 ND ND ND
2-Methylphenol 03 ND ND ND
3- and 4-Methyiphenol® 03 ND ND ND
2-Nitrophenol 0.3 ND ND ND
2,4-Dimethylphenol ' 0.3 ND ND ND
Benzoic Acid 2 ND ND ND
2,4-Dichlorophenol 0.3 ND ND ND
4-Chloro-3-methylphenol 0.3 ND ND ND
2,4,6-Trichlorophenol 0.3 ND ND ND
2,4,5-Trichlorophenol 0.3 ND ND ND
2,4-Dinitrophenol 2 ND ND ND
4-Nitrophenol 2 ND ND ND
2-Methyl-4,6-dinitrophenol 2 ND ND ND
Pentachlorophenol | 2 ND ND ND
MRL Method Reporting Limit.
ND None Detected at or above the method reporting limit.
8 Quantified as 4-Methylphenol.
Approved By: Date: S /// / 95
ISIPBNA/OGOTO4
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

Analytical Report
Client: "EMCON Service Request: L952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank Date Collected: 4/28/95
Sample Matrix: Soil Date Received: 5/1/95
Date Extracted: NA
Inorganic Parameters
Units: mg/Kg (ppm)
Sample Name: B4,5' B4,10' B-5,5'
Lab Code: . L952192-024 1.952192-025 1.952192-026
Date Analyzed: 5/5-10/95 5/5-10/95 5/5-10/95
"EPA - - :
Analyte Method MRL
pH (umts) 9045 - 10.2 8.6 7.8
Hexavalent Chromium 3060/7196A 2 ND ND ND-
MRL Method Reporting Limit
ND . None Detected at or above the method reporting Limit.
NA Not Applicable
Approved By: Date: 5 // / / ?5
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

Analytical Report

Client: EMCON
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank
Sample Matrix: Soil

Inorganic Parameters
Units: mg/Kg (ppm)

Service Request: 1952192
Date Collected: 4/28/95
Date Received: 5/1/95
Date Extracted: NA

Sample Name: B-5,10' B-5,1%' Method Blank
Lab Code: 1952192-027 L952192-028 L952192-MB
Date Analyzed: 5/5-10/95 5/5-10/95 5/5-10/95
"EPA -

Analyte Method MRL
pH (units) 9045 - 72 8.5 NA
Hexavalent Chromium 3060/7196A 2 ND ND ND
MRL Method Reporting Limit
ND None Detected at or above the method reporting fimit.
NA Not Applicable
Approved By: a‘{dkﬂ MM Date: 5//// 29
IS22EPA/060194 0 \ ) '
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

Analytical Report
Client: EMCON
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank
Sample Matrix: Soil
Volatile Organic Compounds
EPA Method 8260
Units: pg/L (ppb)

Analyte

Bromobenzene
Bromochloromethane
Bromodichloromethane
Bromoform

Bromomethane

Carbon tetrachloride
Chloroethane

Chloroform

Chloromethane
Dibromochloromethane
Dibromomethane
Dichloromethane (Methylene Chloride)
Dichlorodifluoromethane
1,1-Dichloroethane (1,1-DCA)
1,2-Dichloroethane (1,2-DCA)
1,1-Dichloroethylene (1,1-DCE)
trans-1,2-Dichloroethylene
cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene
1,2-Dichloropropane
cis-1,3-Dichloropropylene
trans-1,3-Dichloropropylene
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane
Tetrachloroethylene(PCE)
1,1,1-Trichloroethane (1,1,1-TCA)
1,1,2-Trichloroethane (1,1,2-TCA)
Trichloroethylene (TCE)
1,2,3-Trichloropropane
Trichlorofluoromethane

Vinyl Chloride (VC)

Benzene

Chlorobenzene
1,2-Dichlorobenzene
1,3-Dichlorobenzene
1,4-Dichlorobenzene

(tr) Trace level
NA Not Applicable

Sample Name:
Lab Code:
*Date Analyzed:
Dilution Factor:

MDL

COONOO—=m—=OO0O00~O0O0NN~OO0O0O—~00—~O ~
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0.8

MDL Method Detection Limit
ND None Detected at or above detection limit
* Date Analyzed uging purge and trap technology (EPA Method 5030)

Date: j/ // / g9

Method Blank
L952192-MB
5/4/95
1

CEEEEEEEEEEREEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE

Service Request: L952192
Date Collected: 4/28/95
Date Received: 5/1/95
Date Extracted: NA

B4, B-4,10'
L952192-024  L952192-025
5/4/95 5/4/95

()
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1
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-3
_
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1
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

Analytical Report
Client: EMCON Service Request: L952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank Date Collected: 4/28/95
Sample Matrix: Soil Date Received: 5/1/95
Date Extracted: NA
Volatile Organic Compounds
EPA Method 8260
Units: pg/L (ppb)
Sample Name: Method Blank B-4,5' B-4,10'
Lab Code: L952192-MB L952192-024 1952192-025
*Date Analyzed: 5/4/95 5/4/95 5/4/95
Dilution Factor: 1 1 1
Analyte MDL
Ethyl benzene 0.9 ND ND ND
Toluene 0.8 ND ND ND
Total Xylenes 1.0 ND 4.3 (tr) ND
Acetone - 10 ND 50 46 (tr)
n-Butylbenzene 0.7 ND ND ND
sec-Butylbenzene 0.8 ND ND ND
tert-Butylbenzene 0.7 ND ND ND
2-Chloroethylvinyl ether \ 5.0 ND ND ND
2-Chlorotoluene 10 ND ND ND
4-Chlorotoluene 24 ND ND ND
1,3-Dichloropropane 1.0 ND ND ND
2,2-Dichloropropane 1.1 ND ND ND
1,1-Dichloropropylene 0.7 ND ND ND
Ethylene dibromide (EDB) 1.0 ND ND ND
Hexachlorobutadiene 0.9 ND ND ND
Isopropylbenzene 1.0 ND ND ND
p-Isopropyitoluene 0.6 ND ND ND
Methyl Ethyl Ketone 75 ND ND ND
Methyl Isobutyl Ketone 83 ND ND ND
Naphthalene 1.4 "ND ND ND
n-Propylbenzene 1.0 ND ND ND
Styrene 1.3 ND ND ND
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 0.9 ND ND ND
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 0.9 ND ND ND
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 0.9 ND ND ND
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 0.7 ND ND ND
1,1,2-Trichloro-1,2,2-Trifluoroethane 10 ND ND ND
1,2-Dibromo-3-chloropropane (DBCP) 0.9 ND ND ND
Surrogate SPK CONC ACP% %RC %RC %RC
Pentafluorobenzene 50 70-130 9% 123 105
Toluene-Ds 50 88-110 92 92 88
4-Bromofluorobenzene 50 86-115 96 92 96
NA Not Applicable
MDL Method Detection Limit
ND None Detected at or above detection limit
SPK CONC = Spike Concentration; ACP% = Acceptable Range of Percent; %RC = % Recovery
* Date Analyzed using purge and trap technology (EPA Method 5030)
(tr) Trace level
Approved By: (9 ¥ ZC/ ;MA"& Date: S//1/ 74
WB3S2PDF/080294
L932192.XLS - wbB260w ¥/1293 Paga No.:
6925 CANOGA AVENUE "} CANOGA PARK, CA 91303 [} 818 587-5550 [ FAX 818 587-5555



COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

1,1-Dichloroethane (1,1-DCA)
1,2-Dichloroethane (1,2-DCA)
1, 1-Dichloroethylene (1,1-DCE)
trans-1,2-Dichloroethylene
cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene
1,2-Dichloropropane

cns-l ,3-Dichloropropylene
trans-1,3-Dichloropropylene
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane
Tetrachloroethylene(PCE)
1,1,1-Trichloroethane (1,1,1-TCA)
1,1,2-Trichloroethane (1,1,2-TCA)
Trichloroethylene (TCE)
1,2,3-Trichloropropane
Trichlorofluoromethane

Vinyl Chloride (VC)

Benzene

Chlorobenzene
1,2-Dichlorobenzene
1,3-Dichlorobenzene
1,4-Dichlorobenzene

OO OO0 O ONO O~~~ ~ 0000~ 000NN ~O000O0~00~0~
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Analytical Report
Client: EMCON
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank
Sample Matrix: Soil
Volatile Organic Compounds
EPA Method 8260
Units: pg/L (ppb)
Sample Name: B-5,5'
Lab Code: L952192-026
*Date Analyzed: 5/4/95
Dilution Factor: 1
Analyte MDL
Bromobenzene
Bromochloromethane
Bromodichloromethane
Bromoform _
Bromomethane
Carbon tetrachionde
Chloroethane
Chloroform
Chloromethane
Dibromochloromethane
Dibromomethane
Dichlorometbane (Methylene Chloride)
Dichlorodifluoromethane

CEEREREEEEEREEEREEEEREEEREEEEEREEEE

Service Request: 1952192
Date Collected: 4/28/95
Date Received: 5/1/95
Date Extracted: NA

B-5,10' B-5,15"
L952192-027 1952192-028

5/4/95
1

CEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE

5/4/95
1

CEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE

(tr) Trace level
Not Applicable
MDL Method Detection Limit
ND None Detected at or above detection limit
* Date Analvzed usmg w trap technology (EPA Method 5030)
Approved By: Date: 5. / /. // )
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

Analytical Report
Client: EMCON Service Request: 1952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank ' Date Collected: 4/28/95
Sample Matrix: Soil Date Received: 5/1/95
Date Extracted: NA
Volatile Organic Compounds
EPA Method 8260
Units: pg/L (ppb)
Sample Name: B-S,5' B-5,10' B-5,15'
Lab Code: L952192-026 1952192-027 L952192-028

*Date Analyzed: 5/4/95 5/4/95 5/4/95

Dilution Factor: 1 1 1
Analyte . MDL
Ethyl benzene 0.9 ND ND ND
Toluene 038 ND ND ND
Total Xylenes - 1.0 ND ND ND
Acetone - 10 ND ND ND
n-Butylbenzene 0.7 ND ND ND
sec-Butylbenzene 0.8 ND ND ND
tert-Butylbenzene 0.7 ND ND ND
2-Chloroethylvinyl ether 5.0 ND ND ND
2-Chlorotoluene 1.0 ND ND ND
4-Chlorotoluene 24 ND ND ND
1,3-Dichloropropane 1.0 ND ND ND
2,2-Dichloropropane 1.1 ND ND ND
1,1-Dichloropropylene 0.7 ND ND ND
Ethylene dibromide (EDB) - 1.0 ND ND ND
Hexachlorobutadiene 0.9 ND ND ND
Isopropylbenzene 1.0 ND ND ND
p-Isopropyltoluene 0.6 ND ND ND
Methyl Ethyl Ketone 15 ND ND ND
Methyl Isobutyl Ketone 83 ND ND ND
Naphthalene 1.4 ND ND ND
n-Propylbenzene 1.0 ND ND ND
Styrene 1.3 ND ND ND
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 0.9 ND ND ND
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene - 0.9 ND ND ND
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 0.9 ND ND ND
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 0.7 ND ND ND
1,1,2-Trichloro-1,2,2-Trifluoroethane 10 ND ND ND
1,2-Dibromo-3-chloropropane (DBCP) 0.9 ND ND ND
Surrogate . SPK CONC ACP% %RC %RC %RC
Pentafluorobenzene 50 70-130 102 99 100
Toluene-Dg 50 88-110 91 91 91
4-Bromofluorobenzene 50 86-115 96 97 96
NA Not Applicable
MDL Method Detection Limit
ND None Detected at or above detection limit

SPK CONC = Spike Concentration; ACP% = Acceptable Range of Percent; %RC = % Recovery
* Date Analyzed using purge and trap technology (EPA Method 5030)
(tr) Trace level
Approved By: Ezm )XC/A ,{/_/Z‘M';é Date: 5/// / )
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

QA/QC Report
Client: EMCON Service Request No.; 0952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank
Sample Matrix: Soil
L Matrix Spike (MS)/Matrix Spike Duplicate (MSD) )
Date Performed: ] 5/2/95
Batch No.: KO050195
Lab Code: L952192-001
Reporting SPK % % ACP ACP

Analvte Units CONC MS MS MSD | MSD | RPD | % MS RPD
Benzene mg/Kg (ppm) | 0.0200 0.0225 112 0.0230 115 2 39-150 25
Toluene mg/Kg (ppm) | 0.0200 0.0224 112 0.0229 114 2 46-148 25
Ethylbenzene mg/Kg (ppm) | 0.0200 [ 0.0229 114 | 0.0234 117 2 32-160 25
IL Laboratory Quality Control Check Sample
Date Performed: 5/1/95
Batch No.: K050195
Lab Code: L952192-LCS

Reporting

Analvte Units SPK CONC Result % Recovery ACP %
Benzene mg/Kg (ppm) 0.0200 0.0210 105 80-120
Toluene mg/Kg (ppm) 0.0200 0.0211 106 80-120
Ethylbenzene mg/Kg (ppm) 0.0200 0.0217 108 80-120
IIL Calibration Standards

INITIAL RF... % RSD DAILY RF % DIFF W/RF,,,

Anaivte Date: 2/21/95 <20% Date: 5/1/95 <+15%
Benzene 8.532X 10 8 8.062 X 10 ¢ 6
Toluene 8.876 X 10 ¢ 9 8.550 X 10° 4
Ethylbenzene 1.022X 10 10 9.796 X 10 ¢ 4
Total Xylenes 9.568 X 10 © 10 9.589 X 10 ° <1
SPK CONC = Spiking Concentration;
% MS = Percent Recovery of MS; %MSD = Percent Recovery of MSD
RPD = Relative Percent Difference; ACP = Acceptable Range of Percent
INITIAL RF,,. = Average Response Factor From Initial Calibration
DAILY RF = Response Factor From Daily Calibration
% RSD = Percent Relative Standard Deviation; % DIFF = Percent Difference
Approved By: &@Cw ,5[1 /A ,UM Date; 5//// P2
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

QA/QC Report

Client: EMCON Service Request No.: 1952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank

Sample -Matrix: Soil

L Calibration Standards

INITIAL RF,,. % RSD DAILY RF % DIFF W/RF,,,
Analvte Date: 2/21/95 <20% Date: 5/2/95 <1+15%

Benzene 8.532X10°° 8 8.704 X 10 ¢ 2
Toluene 8.876 X 10 ° 9 9.195X 10 ° 4
Ethvibenzene 1.022 X 10 ° 10 1.048X 10 * 3
Total Xylenes 9.568 X 10 ¢ 10 1.031 X107 8
SPK CONC = Spiking Concentration;

% MS = Percent Recovery of MS; %aMSD = Percent Recovery of MSD

RPD = Relative Percent Difference; ACP = Acceptable Range of Percent

INITIAL RF,,= Average Response Factor From Initial Calibration

DAILY RF = Response Factor From Daily Calibration

% RSD = Percent Relative Standard Deviation; % DIFF = Percent Difference

Approved By: & u&l A/ff‘%// Date: 5//// )
L951|91.)CI_S WBB'I‘EXQC (v4] $Il2195 Page No:
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

QA/QC Report
Client: EMCON : Service Request No.: 1952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank
Sample Matrix: Soil
L Matrix Spike (MS)/Matrix Spike Duplicate (MSD)
Date Performed: 5/3/95
Batch No.: K050395
Lab Code: L952192-013
Reporting SPK % % ACP ACP

Analvte Units CONC MS MS MSD { MSD | RPD | % MS RPD
Benzene mg/Kg (ppm) | 0.0200 [ 0.0185 | 92 [o0.0174| 87 6 | 39-150 25
Toluene mg/Kg (ppm) | 0.0200 0.0186 93 0.0175 88 6 46-148 25
Ethylbenzene mg/Kg (ppm) | 0.0200 | 0.0192 [ 96 [0.0181] 90 6 | 32-160 25
IL Laboratory Quality Control Check Sample
Date Performed: 5/3/95
Batch No.: K050395
Lab Code: 1.952192-L.CS

Reporting

Analvte Units SPK CONC Result % Recovery ACP %
Benzene mg/Kg (ppm) 0.0200 0.0211 106 80-120
Toluene mg/Kg (ppm) 0.0200 0.0212 106 80-120
Ethylbenzene mg/Kg (ppm) 0.0200 0.0219 110 80-120
ITL Calibration Standards

INITIAL RF.,. % RSD DAILY RF % DIFF W/RF.,,,

Analvte Date: 2/21/95 <20% Date: 5/3/95 <+15%
Benzene 8.532X 10 8 7.807 X 10 ¢ 8
Toluene 8.876 X 10 9 8.257 X 10 7
Ethylbenzene 1.022X 10 10 9.412X 10 8
Total Xylenes 9.568 X 10 ¢ 10 9248 X 10 3
SPK CONC = Spiking Concentration;
% MS = Percent Recovery of MS; %MSD = Percent Recovery of MSD
RPD = Relative Percent Difference; ACP = Acceptable Range of Percent
INITIAL RF,,. = Average Response Factor From Initial Calibration
DAILY RF = Response Factor From Daily Calibration
% RSD = Percent Relative Standard Deviation; % DIFF = Percent Difference
Approved By: E\ Al d].ﬂ, MJAM Date: 5 ZZ’L 25_
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QA/QC Report

COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

Client: EMCON Service Request: 1952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank Date Collected: NA
Sample Matrix: Soil Date Received: NA
Date Extracted: NA
Date Analyzed: NA
Surrogate Recovery Summary
Hydrocarbon Scan/Fuel Characterization
EPA Method Modified 8015/California DHS LUFT Method
Percent Recovery
Sample Name Lab Code p -Terphenyl
B-1,5' L952192-001 82
B-1,10' L952192-002 54
B-1,15' 1£952192-003 75
B-1,20' 1£952192-004 93
B-1,25' L952192-005 85
B-1,30' L952192-006 79
B-1,35' L952192-007 81
B-1,40' L952192-008 85
B-2,5' L952192-009 72
B-2,10' L952192-010 53
B-2,15' L952192-011 86
B-2,20' L952192-012 83
B-2,25' L952192-013 69
B-2,30' L952192-014 93
B-2,35' L952192-015 89
B-2,40' 1952192016 . 78
B-3,5' L952192-017 70
CAS Acceptance Limits:  50-140
NA Not Applicable
Approved By: F 1.(1{(0 MM Date: 5//// %5
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

QA/QC Report
Client: EMCON Service Request: 1.952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank Date Collected: NA
Sample Matrix: Soil Date Received: NA
Date Extracted: NA
Date Analyzed: NA
Surrogate Recovery Summary

Hydrocarbon Scan/Fuel Characterization
EPA Method Modified 8015/California DHS LUFT Method

- = Percent Recovery

Sample Name Lab Code p -Terphenyl
B-3,15' L952192-018 74
B-3,20' 1952192019 70
B-3,25' 1952192020 81
B-3,30 L952192-021 70
B-3,35' 1952192022 80
B-3,40' L952192-023 83
B4,5' 1952192024 *
B4,10' L952192-025 ¥
B-5,5' ' L952192-026 85
B-5,10° 1952192027 89
B-5,15' ) 1952192028 91
Method Blank 1L952192-MB 100
Method Blank L952192-MB 119
Matrix Spike 1.952192-8MS 116
Duplicate Matrix Spike L952192-8DMS 88
Matrix Spike L952192-23MS 62
Duplicate Matrix Spike L952192-23DMS - 90

CAS Acceptance Limits: 50-140

NA Not Applicable
* Not Applicable because of the sample matrix. The gas chromatogram showed target
components that interfered with determination of the surrogate.

Approved By: &JIA 1) i‘/ﬂ M Date: c6-/// / ?ﬁ
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Client:
Project:
Sample Matrix:

COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

EMCON

Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank

Soil

QA/QC Report

Matrix Spike (MS)/Matrix Spike Duplicate (MSD)

Service Request No.: L952192

L
Date Performed: 5/6/95
Batch No.: F050595
Lab Code: L952192-008
Reporting SPK % % ACP ACP

Analyte Units CONC MS MS MSD | MSD| RPD % MS RPD
Diesel mg/Kg (ppm) 200 248 124 218 109 13 70-140 25
118 Laboratory Quality Control Check Sample
Date Performed: 5/6/95
Batch No.: F050595
Lab Code: 1L952192-LCS

Reporting

Analyte Units SPK CONC Resuit % Recovery ACP %
Diesel mg/Kg (ppm) 200 213 106 80-120
IIL Calibration Standards

INITIAL RF,,, % RSD DAILY RF % DIFF W/RF,,,

Analvte Date: 5/2/95 < 20% Date; 5/5/95 <+15%
Diesel 1.137X 10 11 1.096 X 10 * 4
SPK CONC = Spiking Concentration;
% MS = Percent Recovery of MS; %MSD = Percent Recovery of MSD
RPD = Relative Percent Difference; ACP = Acceptable Range of Percent
INITIAL RF...= Average Response Factor From Initial Calibration
DAILY RF = Response Factor From Daily Calibration
% RSD = Percent Relative Standard Deviation; % DIFF = Percent Difference
Approved By: CC ,Ud(_d L‘ j) umj Date: & //// ’25 5

e (] / -

6925 CANOGA AVENUE

.. CANOCA PARK, CA 91303

. 818 587-5550 (]

FAX 818 587-5555




COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

QA/QC Report
Client: EMCON Service Request No.: 1952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank
Sample Matrix: Sail
L Matrix Spike (MS)/Matrix Spike Duplicate (MSD)
Date Performed: 5/6/95
Batch No.: F050595
Lab Code: L952192-023
Reporting SPK % % ACP ACP

Analvte Units CONC MS MS MSD | MSD|{ RPD % MS RPD
Diesel mg/Kg (ppm) | 200 174 87 204 | 102 16 70-140 25
IL Laboratory Quality Control Check Sample
Date Performed: 5/8/95
Batch No.: F050895
Lab Code: L952192-LCS

Reporting

Analyte Units SPK CONC Result % Recovery ACP %
Diesel mg/Kg (ppm) 200 176 88 80-120
IIL Calibration Standards

INITIAL RF,,, % RSD DAILY RF % DIFF W/RF,,,

Analvte Date: 5/2/95 <20% Date: 5/5/95 <+ 15%
Diesel 1.137X10% 11 1.002 X 10 13
SPK CONC = Spiking Concentration;
% MS = Percent Recovery of MS; %MSD = Percent Recovery of MSD
RPD = Relative Percent Difference; ACP = Acceptable Range of Percent
INITIAL RF..= Average Response Factor From Initial Calibration
DAILY RF = Response Factor From Daily Calibration
% RSD = Percent Relative Standard Deviation; % DIFF = Percent Difference
Approved By: Date: (ﬁ//// %
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

QA/QC Report
Client: EMCON Service Request Na.: 1952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank
Sample Matrix: Soil
o Calibration Standards
INITIAL RF,,. % RSD DAILY RF % DIFF W/RF,,,
Analvte Date; 5/2/95 < 20% Date: 5/6/95 <+15%
Diesel 1.137X10* 11 1.166 X 10 3

SPK CONC = Spiking Concentration;

% MS = Percent Recovery of MS; %MSD = Percent Recovery of MSD
RPD = Relative Percent Difference; ACP = Acceptable Range of Percent
INITIAL RF,,, = Average Response Factor From Initial Calibration

. DAILY RF = Response Factor From Daily Calibration
% RSD = Percent Relative Standard Deviation; % DIFF = Percent Difference

WBPHQC/062794
L9S2U92.XLS - tphwb (3) 1295
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

QA/QC Report.
Client: EMCON Service Request No.: 1.952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank
Sample Matrix: Soil
IIL Caiibration Standards
INITIAL RF... % RSD DAILY RF % DIFF W/RF.,,,
Analvte Date: 5/2/95 <20% Date: 5/8/95 <+15%
Diesel 1.137x 10 11 1.029X 10" 10

SPK CONC = Spiking Concentration;

% MS = Percent Recovery of MS; %MSD = Percent Recovery of MSD
RPD = Relative Percent Difference; ACP = Acceptable Range of Percent
INITIAL RF,,. = Average Response Factor From Initial Calibration

DAILY RF = Response Factor From Daily Calibration
% RSD = Percent Relative Standard Deviation; % DIFF = Percent Difference

Date: 6//// ¢35

WBPHQC/062794
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

QA/QC Report

Servicé Request: 1952192
Date Collected: NA
Date Received: NA
Date Extracted: NA
Date Analyzed: NA

Client: EMCON
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank
Sample Matrix: Soil

Surropate Recovery Summary
Base Neutral/Acid Semivolatile Organic Compounds
EPA Methods 3550/8270

- Percent Recovery

Sample Name Lab Code 2FP PHL TBP NBZ FBP TPH
B-4,5' 1952192024 93 99 61 67 76 88
B4,10' 1.952192-025 111 117* 101 79 110 57
B-5,5' 1.952192-026 98 113 54 77 89 102
B-5,10° 1952192027 98 108 49 71 83 95
B-5,15' 1.952192-028 94 110 71 69 72 98
Method Blank L952192-MB 113 110 81 89 94 106
Matrix Spike L.952192-28M5 91 100 69 76 75 93
Duplicate Matrix Spike L952192-28DMS 81 90 67 69 73 85
CAS Acceptance Limits: 25-121 24-113 19-122 23-128 30-115 18-137

2FP 2-Fluorophenol
PHL Phenol-Dg
TBP 2 4,6-Tribromophenol
NBZ Nitrobenzene-Ds
FBP 2-Fluorobiphenyl
TPH Terphenyl-D, 4
NA Not Applicable
* The USEPA allows up to two surrogate recoveries (one acid and one base/neutral) to be

outside of acceptance limits, without requiring reanalysis, according to the 2/88 Contract

Laboratory Program Statement of work.
Approved By: Date: | Zédé 25
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

QA/QC Report
Client: . EMCON Service Request: 1.952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank Date Collected: NA
Sample Matrix:  Soil Date Received: NA

Date Extracted: 5/2/95
Date Analyzed: 5/3/95

Matrix Spike/Duplicate Matrix Spike Summary
Base Neutral/Acid Semivolatile Organic Compounds
EPA Methods 3550/8270

Units: mg/Kg (ppm)

Sample Name: B-5,15°

Lab Code: L952192-028
Percent Recovery
CAS Relative
Spike Level- -Sample Spike Result Acceptance  Percent
-‘Analyte MS DMS Resuit MS DMS MS DMS Limits  Difference
Phenol 1.67 167 ND 1.51 1.41 90 84 26-90 7
2-Chlorophenol 167 167 ND 1.59 137 95 82 25-102 15
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 1.67 167 ND 137 114 82 68 28-104 18
N-Nitrosodi-n-propylamine 1.67 1.67 ND 1.77 1.56 106 93 41-126 13
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 167 167 ND 120 1.02 72 61 38-107 16
4-Chloro-3-methylphenol 1.67 1.67 ND 1.40 1.30 84 78 26-103 7
Acenaphthene 167 167 ND 1.64 1.49 98 89 31-137 10
4-Nitrophenol 167 167 ND 0.79 1.13 47 68 11-114 35
2,4-Dinitrotoluene 167 167 ND 137 0.69 82 41 28-89 66
Pentachlorophenol 1.67 167 ND 067 055 40 33 17-109 20
Pyrene 167 167 ND 1.73 153 104 92 35-142 12
NA Not Applicable
ND None Detected at or above reporting limit.
Approved By: Date: S /// / o)
DMSIS/60194 )
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

QA/QC Report
Client: EMCON Service Request: 1.952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank Date Collected: NA
LCS Matrix: Soil Date Received: NA

Date Extracted: 5/2/95
Date Analyzed: 5/3/95

Laboratory Control Sample Summary
Base Neutral/Acid Semivolatile Organic Compounds
EPA Methods 3510/8270

Units: mg/Kg (ppm)

CAS
Percent
Recovery
True Percent ~ Acceptance
Analyte ' Value Result Recovery Limits
Phenol . 167 1.60 96 5-112
2-Chlorophenol 1.67 1.63 98 23-134
1,4-Dichlorobenzene - 1.67 1.61 96 . 20-124
N-Nitrosodi-n-propylamine 1.67 1.88 126 D-230
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 1.67 1.36 81 44-142
4-Chloro-3-methylphenol 1.67 1.49 39 22-147
Acenaphthene 1.67 1.72 103 47-145
4-Nitrophenol 1.67 1.11 66 D-132
2,4-Dinitrotoluene 1.67 1.53 92 39-139
Pentachlorophenol 1.67 0.97 58 14-176
Pyrene 1.67 1.82 109 52-115
NA Not Applicable
D Detected; result must be greater than zero.
Approved By: (Cld(ﬁ W Date: 5////?5
LCS/060194
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

QA/QC Report
Client: EMCON
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank

Continuing Calibration Verification (CCV) Summary
Base Neutral/Acid Semivolatile Organic Compounds
EPA Method 8270
Average Percent
Calibration Relative
Response Standard
Factor Deviation

Analyte (RF...) (%RSD)
Phenol 0.847 16
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 0.789 20
2-Nitrophenol _ 0.252 17
2,4-Dichlorophenol 0.324 6
Hexachlorobutadiene 0.238 10
4-Chloro-3-methylphenol 0.384 5
2,4,6-Trichlorophenol 0.396 4
Acenaphthene 1.018 10
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine 0.361 18
Fluoranthene 1.087 2
Benzo (a) pyrene 0.973 2
D-n-octyiphthalate 1.693 7
Pentachlorophenol 0.165 17

Approved By: &(Aﬂ ﬂ/M

Service Request: 1952192

Date Analyzed: 5/3/95

Date: 5////fﬁ

CCV40RF/060194
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Daily
Response Percent
Factor Difference
(RF) (%DIFF)
0.870 3
0.868 10
0.226 10
0321 1
0.208 12
0.381 1
0.387 2
1.151 13
0428 18
1.305 20
1.012 4
1.811 7
0.180 9
Page No.:
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.
QA/QC Report

Cliennt: EMCON Service Request: 1552192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank Date Analyzed: 5/5/95

Initial and Continuing Calibration Verification (ICV and CCV) Summary

pH
EPA Method 9045
pH (Units)
True__ Percent
Sample Name Value Result Recovery
ICcv 421 4,28 102
CcCcvi 10.00 10.00 100

Approved By: 846{;@ X(‘ /7 AL /??‘/?%/ pae: S///RS
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.
QA/QC Report

Client: EMCON Service Request: 1952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank Date Analyzed: 5/10/95

Initial and Continuing Calibration Verification (ICV and CCV) Summary

Hexavalent Chromium
EPA Methods 3060/7196A
Units: mg/L (ppm)
True— Percent
Sample Name Value Result Recovery
ICV 0.46 0.43 93
Ccvl 0.46 0.44 96
Approved By: ; ) Date: ‘S //// %
CCVIA/060194
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

QA/QC Report
Client: EMCON Service Request: 1952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank Date Collected: NA
Sampie Matrix: Soil Date Received: NA
Date Extracted: NA
Date Analyzed: 5/5/95
Duplicate Summary
pH
EPA Method 9045
pH (Units)
Duplicate Relative
- Sample Sample Perceat
Sampie Name Lab Code Result  Result Average Difference
B-4,5' : L952192-024 9.94 10.38 10.16 4
NA Not Applicable
MRL Method Reporting Limit
ND None Detected at or above the method reporting limit.

\

Approved By: Eu// 17 j’ /M Date: S,/ RS
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

QA/QC Report
Client: EMCON Service Request: 1952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank Date Collected: NA
Sample Matrix: Soil Date Received: NA

Date Analyzed: 5/10/95

Initial and Continuing Calibration Blank (ICB and CCB) Summary

Hexavalent Chromium
EPA Methods 3060/7196A
Units: mg/L (ppm)
Sample Name MDL Result
ICB 0.1 ND
CCB1 0.1 ND
MDL Method Detection Limit.
ND None Detected at or above the method detection limit.
NA Not Applicable

Approved By: &JALQ /MWZ Date: 5.//// b G)

ICCBMDL/061354
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Client: EMCON

Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank

LCS Matrix: Water

Analyte

Cr®
Cr®

NA Not Applicable

Approved By: E/U d(ﬂ W

COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

QA/QC Report

Service Request: 1.952192

Date Collected: NA
Date Received: NA

Date Extracted: NA
Date Analyzed: 5/10/95

Laboratory Control Sample Summary .
Hexavalent Chromium

EPA Methods 3060/7196A
Units: mg/L (ppm)
True
Value Result
0.50 0.43
0.50 0.44

LCS/060194
L9352192.XLS - genlces] ¥12/95 /
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Percent
Recovery

86
88

CAS
Percent
Recovery
Acceptance
Limits

75-125
75-125

Date: 542( :25
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC,

QA/QC Report
Client: EMCON Service Request: 1952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank Date Collected: NA
Sample Matrix:  Soil Date Received: NA

Date Extracted: NA
Date Analyzed: 5/10/95

Matrix Spike/Duplicate Matrix Spike Summary
Hexavalent Chromiuvm
EPA Methods 3060/7196A

Units: mg/Kg (ppm)

Sample Name: B4.5'

Lab Code: 1952192024
Percent Recovery
CAS Relative
Spike Level. _Sample Spike Resuit Acceptance Percent
Analyte MS DMS Resuit MS DMS MS DMS Limits  Difference
Cr® 0.50 0.50 ND 0.39 0.39 78 78 40-140 <l
ND None Detected at or above the method reporting limit.

NA Not Applicable

Approved By: 8 1/‘Lﬁ j ﬁ///m ﬁ' Date: M_

DMS1S/060194
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

QA/QC Report
Client: EMCON Service Request: 1952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank
Sample Matrix: Soil
EPA Method 8260

Reporting Units: ug/Kg (ppb)
L Matrix Spike (MS)/Matrix SpikeADuplicate (MSD)

Date Performed: 5/4/95

Batch No.: 050495
Lab Code: L952161

% ACP ACP

0,

Analyte SPK CONC MS % MS | MSD MSD RPD v%ms | Rep
1,1-Dichloroethene 5.00 _4.33 87 5.36 107 21 59-172 22
Benzene 5.00 5.28 105 5.79 116 9 66-142 24
Trichloroethene 5.00 5.00 100 5.88 118 16 62-137 24
Toluene 5.00 4.62 92 4.96 99 7 59-139 21
Chlorobenzene 5.00 4.66 93 5.05 101 8 60-133 21
IL Laboratory Quality Control Check Sample
Date Performed: 5/4/95
Batch No.: 050495
Lab Code: L952192-LCS
Analyte SPK CONC Resuit % Recovery ACP %

[T, 1Dichloroethene 5.00 4.58 92 80-120
Benzene 5.00 4.28 86 80-120
Trichloroethene 5.00 " 4.31 86 80-120
Toluene 5.00 4.64 93 80-120
Chlorobenzene 5.00 4.58 92 - 80-120
SPK CONC = Spiking Concentration;

% MS = Percent Recovery of MS; %MSD = Percent Recovery of MSD
RPD = Relative Percent Difference,; ACP = Acceptable Range of Percent
Appraed BY; b 5////35 -~
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

QA/QC Report

Client: EMCON Service Request: 1.952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W, Verdugo Ave, Burbank
1L Calibration Standard - EPA Method 8260 (Appendix IT)
Most Recent Initial Calibration Date:  1730/95
Daily Calibration Date; 5/4/95
Supply Source: ) AccuStandard

Initial % Diff
Analyte R¥,.. % RSD Daily RF w/RF,,,
Bromobenzene 0.507 11 0.537 6
Bromochloromethane 0.362 7 0.425 17
Bromodichloromethane 0.712 9 0.682 4
Bromoform T 0496 — 13 0.531 7
Bromomethane 0387 4 0.418 8
Carbon tetrachloride 1.009 7 0.880 13
Chlorocthane 0.225 7 0.260 16
Chloroform . LI81 4 1.101 7
Chloromethane 0.598 8 0.489 18
Dibromochloromethane 0.520 10 0.545 5
Dibromomethane 0.378 8 0.351 3
Dichloromethane (Methylene chloride) 0.620 10 0.513 ) 17
Dichlorodifluoromethane 0.649 10 0.377 42
1,1-Dichloroethane (1,1-DCA) 1.215 7 1.196 2
1,2-Dichloroethane (1,2-DCA) 0.812 8 0.800 1
1,1-Dichloroethyiene (1,1-DCE) 0.442 3 0.399 10
cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene 1 0.532 5 0.391 27
trans-1,2-Dichloroethylene 0.702 4 0.696 1
1,2-Dichloropropane 0.427 7 0.438 3
cis-1,3-Dichioropropylene 0.652 9 0.623 4
trans-1,3-Dichloropropylene 0.611 9 0.548 10
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane 0.405 10 0.390 4
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 0473 9 0.490 4
Tetrachloroethylene(PCE) 0.485 13 0.459 5
1,1,1-Trichloroethane (1,1,1-TCA) 1.006 4 0.897 11
1,1,2-Trichloroethane (1,1,2-TCA) 0.302 11 0.288 5
Trichloroethylene (TCE) ) 0.365 6 0.417 14
1,2,3-Trichloropropane 0.466 6 0.523 12

Initial RFave = Average Response Factor From Initial Calibration
%RSD = Percent Relative Standard Deviation

Daily RF = Response Factor From Daily Calibration

%Diff w/RFave = Percent Difference with Average Response Factor

;;J Date: .5 //// 78

J Page No.:

[ ] CANQOGA PARK, CA 91303 L 818 587-5550 ] FAX 818 587-5555
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

QA/QC Report
Client: EMCON Service Request: L952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank .
oL Calibration Standard - EPA Method 8260 (Appendix IT)
Most Recent Initial Calibration Date:  1/30/95
Daily Calibration Date: 5/4/95
Supply Source: AccuStandard
Initial % Diff
Analyte RF.. % RSD Daily RF W/RF,,.
Trichlorofluoromethane 0.952 8 0.858 10
Vinyl chloride (VC) 0.304 7 0.298 2
Benzene _ 0930 6 1.123 21
Chlorobenzene - 0.960 — 11 1.010 5
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 0.790 11 0.894 13
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 0.815 7 0.891 9
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 0.802 9 0.920 15
Ethyl benzene 1.426 8 1.459 ' 2
Toluene 0.742 8 0.797 7
m,p-Xylenes 0.518 3 0.579 12
o-Xylene 0.479 7 0.481 <1
Acetone 0.199 5 0.194 3
n-Butylbenzene 1.383 12 1.213 12
sec-Butylbenzene 1.772 13 1.727 3
tert-Butylbenzene 1.169 11 1.189
2-Chloroethylvinyl ether 0.277 16 0.090 68
2-Chlorotoluene 1.253 7 1.153 8
4-Chlorotoluene 1.257 9 1.228 2
1,3-Dichloropropane 0.585 11 0.578 1
2,2-Dichloropropane - 0.985 6 0.903 8
1,1-Dichloropropylene ‘ 0.804 5 0.731 9
Ethylene dibromide (EDB) 0.553 11 0.543 2
Hexachlorobutadiene 0.429 10 0.513 20
Isopropylbenzene 1.512 11 1.486 2
p-Isopropyltoluene 1.169 11 1.189 2
Methyl Ethyl Ketone 0.178 4 0.215 21
Methyl Isobutyl Ketone . 0.364 5 0.449 23
Naphthalene 1.177 4 1.282 9
Initial RFave = Average Response Factor From Initial Calibration
%RSD = Percent Relative Standard Deviation
Daily RF = Response Factor From Daily Calibration
%Diff w/RFave = Percent Difference with Average Response Factor _
" Approved By: . Date: 5, // / / 725
L952192XLS - whes2 /1298 Page No.:
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.
Analytical Report
Client: EMCON Service Request: 1952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank
Sample Matrix: Soil
Reporting Units: mg/Kg (ppm)
*DATE ANALYZED 5/2/95 512195 5/2/95 512195
- DILUTION FACTOR 1 1 1 1
LAB SAMPLELD.| 1952192014 1.952192-015 1L952192-016 1952192017
CLIENT SAMPLE LD. B-2,30' B-2,35' B-2,40 B-3,5
BTEX (EPA 8020) MDL —
Benzene 0.0005 ND ND ND ND
Toluene 0.0005 ND ND ND ND
Ethylbenzene 0.0005 ND ND ND 0.0041
Total Xylenes 0.002 ND ND ND 0.033
Surrogate Spk Conc{ ACP% % RC % RC % RC % RC
4-Bromofluorobenzene 50 60-130 86 83 78 87
*Date Analyzed = Date Extracted using Purge and Trap Technology (EPA Method 5030)
MDL = Method Detection Limit; MB = Method Blank; ND = Not Detected (Below MDL),
Spk Conc = Spike Concentration; ACP % = Acceptable Range of Percent; % RC = % Recovery
Approved By: (C AJ[:/ 14 XOAW,Z' Date:_ 5 / 224 ?Q >
WBPHB62794 / J
L9S2192.XLS - whsD20w (5) S P98 Page No.:
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.
Analytical Report
Client: EMCON ’ Service Request: 1952192

Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank
Sample Matrix: Soil

Reporting Units: mg/Kg (ppm)

*DATE ANALYZED 5/2/95 5/2/95 5/2/95 5/3/95
DILUTION FACTOR 1 1 1 1
LAB SAMPLELD.] L952192-018 1L952192-019 1952192-020 1L952192-021
CLIENT SAMPLE 1.D. B-3,15' B-3,20' B-3,25' B-3,30'
BTEX (EPA 8920) MDL —

Benzene 0.0005 ND ND ND ND
Toluene 0.0005 ND ND ND ND
Ethylbenzene 0.0005 0.0028 ND ND ND
Total Xylenes ) 0.002 0.027 ND ND ND

Surrogate Spk Conc} ACP% % RC % RC % RC % RC
4-Bromofluorobenzene 50 60-130 71 90 87 91

*Date Analyzed = Date Extracted using Purge and Trap Technology (EPA Method 5030)
MDL = Method Detection Limit, MB = Method Blank; ND = Not Detected (Below MDL);
Spk Conc = Spike Concentration; ACP % = Acceptable Range of Percent; % RC = % Recovery

Approved By: &1 d LQ Date: .S /// / )
WBPHBG2794 Q \J

1952192.XLS - whs0aow (§) 4295 ‘ Paga No:
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COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.
Analytical Report

Client: EMCON Service Request: 1952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank
Sample Matrix: Soil

Reporting Units: mg/Kg (ppm)

*DATE ANALYZED 5/3/95 5/3/95
DILUTION FACTOR 1 1
LAB SAMPLEI.D.| 1952192-022 1.952192-023
CLIENT SAMPLE 1.D. B-3,35' B-3,40
BTEX (EPA 8020) MDL —

Benzene ____0.0005 ND ND
Toluene 0.0005 ND ND
Ethylbenzene 0.0005 ND ND
Total Xylenes 0.002 ND ND

Surrogate Spk Conc| ACP% % RC % RC
4-Bromofluorobenzene 50 60-130 83 87

*Date Analyzed = Date Extracted using Purge and Trap Technology (EPA Method 5030)
MDL = Method Detection Limit, MB = Method Blank; ND = Not Detected (Below MDL),
Spk Conc = Spike Concentration; ACP % = Acceptabie Range of Percent; % RC = % Recovery

Approved By: ] Date: S / 224 ’2:3

WBPHB/O62794 .
L952192.XLS - wb8020w (7) (Y1295 Page No:
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Client:
Project:

EMCON
Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank

Sample Matrix: Soil

Sample Name

B-1,5'

B-1,10°
B-1,15'
B-1,20'
B-1,25'
B-1,30'
B-1,35'
B-1,40"
B-2,5'

B-2,10'
B-2,15'
B-2,20"
B-2,25'
B-2,30'
B-2,35'
B-2,40'
B-3,5'

NA

Approved By:

Not Applicable

COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

Analytical Report

Service Request:
Date Collected:
Date Received:
Date Extracted:

Hydrocarbon Scan/Fuel Characterization'
EPA Method Modified 8015/California DHS LUFT Method

Units: mg/Kg (ppm)

Lab Code

L952192-001
1952192002
L952192-003
L952192-004
L952192-005
L952192-006
L952192-007
L952192-008
1952192-009
L952192-010
L952192-011
L952192-012
L952192-013
1952192014
L952192-015
L952192-016
1952192017

Date
Analyzed

5/5/95
515195
5/5195
5/5/95
5/6/95
5/6/95
5/5/95
5/5/95
515195
5/5/95
5/5195
5/5/95
5/5/95
5/5/95
5/5/95
5/5/95
5/6/95

MRL Result  Fuel Characterization

10
10
10
10
10
10

None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None

§5556588685588588883

Hydrocarbon Scan/Fuel Characterization represents a hydrocarbon scan C, thru Cy hydm&arbons.
Method Reporting Limit
None Detected at or above the method reporting limit

HSemP 8 s - soise wiams

6925 CANOGA AVENUE

%Mﬂ%

CANOGA PARK, CA 91303

Date: 5/ /// 75

818 587-5550 L]

1952192
4/28/95
5/1/95
5/2/95

Hydrocarbon
Range

NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA

PagaNo.

FAX 818 587-5555



COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

QA/QC Report

Client: EMCON Service Request: 1952192
Project: Andrew Jergens Co., 99 W. Verdugo Ave, Burbank
oL Calibration Standard - EPA Method 8260 (Appendix IT)
Most Recent Initial Calibration Date: 1/30/95
Daily Calibration Date: 5/4/95
Supply Source: AccuStandard

Initial
Analyte RF,,. % RSD Daily RF
n-Propylbenzene 1.860 11 1.809
Styrene 0.991 8 1.055
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene _0.801 8 0.712
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene ‘ 0.644 — 3 0.747
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 1.661 5 1.358
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 1.237 4 0.186
1,1,2-Trichloro-1,2,2-Trifluoroethane 0416 8 0.385
1,2-Dibromo-3-chloropropane (DBCP) 0.147 11 - 0.206 '

Initial RFave = Average Response Factor From Initial Calibration
%RSD = Percent Relative Standard Deviation

Daily RF = Response Factor From Daily Calibration

%Diff w/RFave = Percent Difference with Average Response Factor

Approved By: SJC"}/[ i )X(% L ,(/ﬂ\tZ}r Date: 5//// 7S

VYR 2 51295/

% Diff
W/RF.,.

11
16
18
85

40

Page No-
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- GOLDEN STATE/CAS

/‘ LABORATORIES. INC. CHAIN OF CUSTODY/LABORATORY ANALYSIS HEUU'EDr .
25 CANOGA AVENUE s CANOGA PARK, CA 91303
618 587-5550 ® FAX #818 587-5555 DATE _ftéa;Ac PAGE_/ OF 3
COMPANYIRDORESS 237 cau//?'taa Al Can) 65 Jene®Las 2003~ ANALYSIS REQUESTED
m_m,_m____
PHONE 23 Ser/—y /L E
]
PROJECT NAMEAOCATON __dn s pmep s JERPGE S (o)., | & j
8 . .
PROJECT MNGA. ﬂﬁé‘y__le E ﬁ‘j § 5 ] g% ;
SAMPLERS SKNATURE _ 2, 7" 2% D gl hecosn.r) = 55'5 o gf.: 2o éig@ ¥
Z g 9 3 S¢/5e/ 3
SAMPLE LAB SAMPLE 3 < 3
1.0, oate | Time 1.D. MATRIX £5/£3/£8/%5 )45/ 9943 § REMARKS
= 5! bkt caspa2 —1 S |1 Y{X
=) ta’ st s : / Yl X
4 3—/' ! 'Af/ﬂ’ > ) \l( 2(
2/ 2! A 4 ! b S
4
¢ R/, 2 Whlut S ) rX
(Bl 2o’ blskd © ! £l X
A=l < r/ A 2 l \[f X
2l s hd l 1 S Y
2z, 5/ _ 9 / Fly
1 /?—2, yred 7 - 4 l ?( X
A r/-?_z . /f—, ’%?;A_ 14 ’ \’A x
l/ EE‘_Z— Z¢7-’ 7 - r \ ’ % X
RELNQUISHED BY: ED TURNAROUND REQUIREMENTS: |  REPORT REQUIREMENTS: INVOICE NFORMATION: SAMPLE RECEIPT:
W"W b ___48hr___ Sdy |___ 1 Routio Report PO, # Shipping VIA:
w Standard __ 1. Report (includes DUP.N!S, o -
Erricpnt G)/Kﬁf _xome {Specify) MSD, & required, may be | Bl to: m:'
/-7 — Provids Varbel Predminary charged  sampies) - Acospted for Anaysis by:
_%géf— /0.7 Dary 5' Z -§s [O:1O ) Reuts — mﬁﬁ:"; “‘;:“m —
Date/Time Requested Report Date _{anma w
RELINQUISHED BY: RECEIVED BY: RELINQUISHED BY: RECENED BY: SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS/COMMENTS:
Signature Sigrature Sigrature Signature 5 1
Arm Firm Frm Firm
Date/Tims Date/Time Date/Tims Data/Time




GOLDEN STATE/CAS

‘ LABORATORIES, INC.

6925 CANOGA AVENUE s CANOGA PARK, CA 91303
818 587-5550 » FAX #818 587-5555

CHAIN OF CUSTODY/LABORATORY ANALYSIS REQUEST FORM
DATE z@ﬁ: PAGE _Z OF 3"

h Y

-~

MY

| comervnoopess iiﬁj ﬁ: :«, Doty s /Méﬁ. <2192 ANALYSIS REQUESTED
MO g gk | D
PROJECT NAMEALOCATON __ @)Dzl (JEZLEKS 0. % ] j
PNWMNGR._%_ZL_QWL/ E }gf 5 ;5 g
WWWWEMMML"; jg& i:jQ é%‘?'g!
SATS.L ; DATE | TIME Lfg sinAAMT%if; /5, ""59 ..5' 8 "‘-’§ § 3 REMARKS
” -2, 2{"‘, %ﬁ( L982122-43] Sere- ]| TX_ X
[ B-2.30" |Hheht /¢ | Y1 X
22,37 Wk ] | v X
r Bz, a0 s bt 17 ‘ x| X
- B3 ¢ |yl ho (7 } XX
C B30 Mk do L& ! YixX
- B3 2 |kl ki | Y1 X
-3, zg5”’ yhclat 10 | S( X
B3 30" lo/pkd 2 J x| X
Y Bzac! okt 2 | XX
- BoX, wn’  Whghe Bl ’ X| X
m?wnsnen BY: 7 WZ;W _//6 iU-W fh?x—lfale::s: _forﬁ;rm;f::ﬁums: N TNVOICE WFORMATION: Wmm.s RECEPT:
o s | Tl sras | Fa T w01 S
Fsm = IF7S | fm _ Provids Verbal Prefminary tharged 43 samples) -
EEé fi! — :2.![, <. | -C< [0 DA R UL Data Valdation Repart Accepted for Angyeis by
Date/Time Date/Tima Roquested Repart Date %{ Wg"‘" M Rew Dty
FELINQUISHED BY: RECENVED 8Y: RELINQUISHED BY: FEGENVED BY! SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS/COMMENTS:
Sigrature Signature Sigratwe  F— . [o .
Rrm Firm Fiem Frm
Date/Time Date/Time Data/Time Date/Time




AN

GOLDEN STATE/CAS

LABORATORIES, INC.

6925 CANOGA AVENUE = CANOGA PARK, CA 91303
818 587-5550 = FAX #818 587-5553

CHAIN OF CUSTODY/LABORATORY ANALYSIS REQUEST FORM

DATE g/ [P PacE F OF T

AN

h Y

\

COMPANYIADOFESS __ Zpn ena) /P2 0600 A Sdns 45 /%z LAS2/T 2 ANALYSIS RELQ[UESTED
PHONE Sz 5~ S/ /4140 :EEZ
2
PROJECT NAMENOGATON Mzgag (LIERCEnS b % . ;
PROJECT MNGR. gﬁzj# It b s g j ; 5 g3/ E )
SAMPLERS SIMATURE __ =2 7" £ ) ppaerer 4G onsce| 2 f;ge g 8- §° gg )
2 Q 5 2 ¥
SAMPLE LAB SAMPLE NEFTENEN §¥/2¢
L.D. DATE | TIME 1.0. MATRIX £5/28/58/%5/ 45/ 93/ %5/ § REMARKS
d 8—? S:/ M' s$2192-24 Sor& { )rf X ? )ré >r(
l Betr, 0! lubfi] g 1 ¥ DARIR N
f B s’ ke 2¢ n X YA XX
d /?’_Y', =’ ZAA(* 27 | >< 1 X X X
R’J’ /s'/ 7/%!74;*“ 28 A\ l X J{. 7( X ?
EWISHED RY: € EVEL TURNAROUND REQUIREMENTS: REPORT REQUIREMENTS: INVOICE INFORMATION: SAMPLE RECEIPT:
7,' 7 / (=4 ____2ubr__ 48hr__ Scy ]___ I Routine Report PO. ¢ Shipping VIA:
Signature ¢ Standard ____ 4. Report (inckides DUPMS, |
oS AN T other (spocity WSD, a8 required, may be | B to: mﬁ
Am $-) - Firm . Provids Varbal Prefiminary chargod &5 sarplc) Accepted for Analysie by
o 1014% 5=/ -7 T [0:J0a} e — - D Vi ot -
me Date/Time Requestad Report Date %me v
RELINQUISHED BY: RECEVED BY: RELINQUISHED BY: RECEVED BY: SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS/COMMENTS:
Signatixe Signature Signature Signatire
Arm Frm Firm Firm
Data/Time Date/Time Date/Time Date/Time




ATTACHMENT 3

BORINGS B-6 AND B-7 ANALYTICAL RESULTS
AND CHAIN-OF-CUSTODY DOCUMENTATION



RCV BY:EMCON o t12-11-95 © 5:13PM i CCITT ECM~  EMCON ASSOCIATES:# 3

COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

Anatytical Report
Clicunt: EMCON Service Request: (9304 195
Projeat: Former Andrew Jergens Fac./$2349-600.001 Date Collected: 12/1/95
Sample Matrix: Soil Date Reccived: 12/1/95

Date Extracted: 12/4/95

Hvdrocarbon Scan/Fuct Characterization'
EPA Method Modified 8015/California DHS LUFT Method
Units: mg/Kg (ppm;)

Date Hydrocarbon

Sample Name Lab Code Analyzed MRL  Result  Fuel Characterization Range
B-§. 5 L9304195.001 1215195 10 66 * *
B, 10 L.9504195-002 12/5/95 10 6200 b Co-Cro
B, 13 . 19504195003 12/5/95 10 10000 b CoCro
B-6, 20 L9504195-004 12/4/95 10 ND None NA
B-6, 25' 1£.9504195-003 1274195 10 ND None NA
B-6, 30" L9504195-006 12/4/95 10 ND None NA
B-6, 1% 19504195007 12/4195 10 ND None NA
B-6, 40 1.9504195-008 . 12/5/93 10 ND None NA
B-6, 45 © L9504195-009 1275195 10 ND None NA
B-6, 5¢' L9504195-01¢ 12/5/95 10, ND None NA
B-7, 3 19504195.01] 12/5/95 ic ND None NA
B-7. 1o L9504195.4012 12/5/95 10 ND None NA
B.7 15 1.9504193-013 12/5/95 1n ND None NA
B-7, 20 L9504195-014 1275735 10 D None NA
B-7, 15 L9504195-015 12/5/95 10 ND None NA
B-7, 3¢ 19504195-016 12/5/95 10 ND None NA
B3, 38 1.9504195-017 12/5/935 10 . ND None NA
B-7, 49 1.5504195-018 12/5/95 i ND KNone NA
B-7, 50 ) L9504195-019 1275195 10 ND None NA

Method Blank L9504195-MB 12/4195 10 ND None NA

Hydrocarbon Scan/Fuel Characterizauon represents a nydrocarbon scan Ca thru Can hydrocarbons.
Chromalogram fingerprint indicates a fuel hydrocarbon mixture chiting wathin the gasoling
{Cr-C0p and heavy oil (CiuCay) ranges.

Chromatagram Gngerprint indicates a fuel kydrocarbon miature cluung wattun the diesel 2nd heavy
01] ranges. ’

LE ]

Approved 3y: &A.& &I‘AUWA‘L Dape ;Q//:/QS'
f ' J

1Ay 205 e 1)

l'nge Nos

6925 CANCCA AVENUE d CANOCA PARK, CA 31303 o H1R 5R7.5550 a FAX 818 587-3555



RCV BY:EMCON P12-11-95 © B5:18PM ¢ CCITT GCM-  ENCON ASSOCIATES: # 4

COLUMBIA ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC.

Analytical Repont
Client: EMCON Service Request: L9504193
Project: Former Andrew Jergens Fac./#2349-600.061 Date Collected: 12/1/95
Sample Matrix:  Soil Date Reecived: 12/1/95
Date Extracred: NA
BTEX
EPA Methods 5030/8020

Total
Analyte:  Benzene Toluene Ethylbeneene Xylenes

Units: mg/Kg(ppm) mg/Ks(ppm) wmg/Kg(ppm)  me/Kg (ppm)

Method Reporting Limit; 0.005 0.005 2.005 0.005
Date

Sample Name Lab Codc Analyzed

' B4, 5 L9504198-001  12/4/95 ND ND 0.013 0.029
B-5, 10" 19504195-002 12/4/95 ND ND 0.035 0.043
B-6, 15 19504195-003 12/4/95 ND ND 0.020 0.028
B-6, 20 . LY504195-0C4 12/4/95 ND ND ND ND
B-6, 25 19504195-005 12/4/95 ND ND ND ND
B-6, 30 L9504195-006 12/4/95 ND ND ND ND
B-6, 35' 19504195007 12/4/95 ND ND ND ND -
B-6, 40' L£9504193-008 12/4/95 ND ND ND ND
B-6, 45 19504195009 12/4/95 ND ND ND ND
B-6, 50’ 19504195010 12/4/95 \D ND ND ND
B-7.5 19504195011 12/5/95 ND ND ND ND
B-7, 10 L9504195-012 12/5/95 ND ND ND ND
B-7. 13 19504195013 12/5/95 ND ND ND ND
B.7, 20 L9504195-014 12/5/95 ND ND ND ND
B-7, 25" L9504195-015 12/5/95 ND ND ND ND
B-7, 30’ 19504195016 12/5/95 ND ND ND ND
B-7. 3% L9504195.017 12/5/95 ND ND ND ND
B-7. 4% L9504195-018 12/5/95 ND ND ND ND
B-7, 50¢ 1.9504195-019 12/5/95 ND ND ND ND
Method Blank . L9504195-MB 12/4/95 ND ND ND ND

Approved By: (E; 1»CLJL QJ[A L E’le : Date: [/ ///95
SAlAaK UIW"M' \ % ; .
Y TR T R Pt [

0925 CANOGA AVENUE L B CANOCA PARK, CA 91303 ] H18 587-5550 - FAX 818 587-5555



GOLDEN STATE/CAS

AN

CHAIN OF CUSTODY/LABORATORY ANALYSIS REQUEST FORM

e LABORATORIES, INC. 9
- 4 [.-
- 6925 CANOGA AVENUE ¥ CANOGA PARK, CA 91303 , .
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ATTACHMENT 4
BORING LOGS B-1, B-2, B-3, B-6, AND B-7



4 N
LOG OF EXPLORATORY BORING
PROJECT NUMBER 2349-600.01 BORINGNO. B-1
PROJECT NAME Andrew Jergens Company PAGE 10F3
BY M. Kuncir DATE 4/28/95 SURFACE ELEV. NA ft.
PID Sample | Penetra- coun ' . im L1THO- WELL
Reading | Recovery| tion §§d = |2 JorapHidl DESCRIPTION DETAIL
(Blows | 0> 1l |2 {cowum
: X o] <
(ppm) | (ft-in.) | per ") | ®7 4 1515
00 | 15 | 10 | Slill|] SILTY SAND (SM), very dark grayish brown (10Y,
) o I 1E¥iE 3/2); 30% low-plasticity fines; 60% fine; 10%
4 I SEHSED medium; trace coarse-grained sand, subangular to
- ’ subrounded; medium dense; damp; no odor.
20 | 15 s I 10—g. 11t} |1 @10': olive brown (2.5Y, 4/3); 35% low-plasticity
) 7 T SERARN fines; 65% fine-grained sand; medium dense;
[~ A1el damp; no odor.
2 [ e
21 | o1s s I 15—y 17|11 @15°: light olive brown (2.5Y, 5/3); 20% non to
’ ' dTH L low-plasticity fines; 70% fine; 10%
15 | medium-grained sand; medium dense; damp; no
i odor.
" - 1 | SAND with SILT (SP-SM), described on next page.

collected every 5 fect using & spist-ring sampler driven by s 140 Ib. down-hole hanuner. Bonng backfilled to surface
with begtonte chips. No groundwater was encountered durng dnlling.

@ Boring driiled 1o 41 feet below grade (fbg) by Apex Drilling using & 87 dia. hollow-stem auger dnlt rig. Samples were




10% fine gravel (to 0.5 dia.), angular to
subrounded; trace coarse gravel (to 3" long),
subangular; dense; damp; no odor.

[ N
LOG OF EXPLORATORY BORING
PROJECT NUMBER 2349-600.01 BORINGNO. B-1
PROJECT NAME Andrew Jergens Company PAGE 20F3
BY M. Kuncir DATE 4/28/9§ SURFACE ELEV, NA ft.
PID Sample Pengtra- Qgu ! - !S LITHO- WELL
Reading |Recovery| tion | Z;d i }_J GRAPHIC] DESCRIPTION DETAIL
Blows | 0> 1L | |coLums
. XyW igZig
{poml | (ft-in.}| per 6"} | ©O7 L 1 TH Iy
66 | L5 15 i1, | SAND with SILT (SP-SM), light olive brown (2.5Y,
16 o 5/4); 10% non to low-plasticity fines; 70% fine;
19 AN 5% medium; 10% coarse-grained sand,
1. subangular; 5% fine gravel (to 0.25" dia),
» I subangular; dense; damp; no odor.
00 i 15 | 1 I ~ | SAND (SP), light olive brown (2.5Y. 5/4); 5%
' ' 18 nonplastic fines; 55% fine; 20% medium; 10%
2% coarse-grained sand, subangular to subrounded;

©

00 | 1.0 2n 30—y .- | @30': light olive brown (2.5Y, 5/4); 5% nonplastic
’ ) 28 REETEY fines; 70% fine; 15% medium; 5% coarse-grained

29 R sand, subangular to subrounded; 5% fine gravel
T (t0 0.75" dia.), subangular; dense; damp; no odor.

0.0 1.0 8 I 35 SANDY SILT (ML), light olive brown (2.5Y, 5/4),
) ’ 21 80% non to low-plasticity fines; 20% fine-grained

23 sand; trace medium sand; dense; damp; no odor.

© ] SAND (SP), described on next page.
REMARKS

Boring drilled w0 41 feet below prade (fbg) by Apex Drilling using a 8" dia. hollow-sizm auger drill rig. Samples were
collected every § feet uning & split-nng sampler driven by a 140 1b. down-hole bammer. Bonng backfilled to surface
with bentonite chaps. No grousdwater was encountered dunng drilling.




LOG OF EXPLORATORY BORING

PROJECT NUMBER 2349-600.01 BORING NO. B-1
PROJECT NAME Andrew Jergens Company PAGE 30F3
BY M. Kuncir DATE  4/28/95 SURFACE ELEV. NA ft.
i ) '
PID | Sample | Penetra*f . | - |g; LITHO- WELL
Reading |Recovery| tion | Zy,2 |k 10 leapuic DESCRIPTION DETALU
(Blows | o221 I E]coLumn
¥zuW | pZ g
(ppm) | (ft-in.) | per 6") | @~ - l Hla
- 0.7 20 | "~ | SAND (SP), light olive brown (2.5Y, 5/4); 5%
50/6" | L nonplastic fines; 70% fine; 15% medium; 5%
| coarse-grained sand, subangular to subrounded;
i ] 5% fine gravel; no odor.
B — BORING TERMINATED AT 41 FBG.
i i = — _
;l — 45—
| _]
; = —e
l - —t
! s
f -
r- —
u —
- —
60
REMARKS:

Boring dnlled to 41 feet below grade (fbg) by Apex Drilling using a 8" dia. hollow-stem auger drill nig. Samples were
collected every S feet using a split-nng sampler driven by a 140 Ib. down-hole hammer. Boring backfilled to surface
with bentoaute chips. No groundwater was encountered during drilling.




PROJECT NUMBER

LOG OF EXPLORATORY BORING

2349-600.01 BORING NO. B-2
PROJECT NAME Andrew Jergens Company PAGE 10OF3
BY M. Kuncir DATE  4/28/95 SURFACE ELEV. NA ft.
PI1D Sample | Penetra- a.un ! .| LiTHO- WELL
Reading |Recovery | tion | Z@d it | Y ]ppuid DESCRIPTION DETAIL
Blows | o> | b " | E1coLumn
( . wm | Ex¥ 1 aZ lcz
pem) | (ft-in.) | per 6") § ©T 2| "H Iy
- —S
I il
| - : T H
00 LS o I Syt || SILTY SAND (SM), very dark grayish brown
' ) 2 : (10YR, 3/2); 40% non to low-plasticity fines;
5 I HENERS 60% fine-grained sand; trace coarse sand,
- NERRRE subangular; trace fine gravel (to 0.75" dia.),
L 3 subangular; medium dense; damp; weathered oil
e ARHREE odor.
i il
0.0 s s I 10—gut |1 |]] @10: light olive brown (2.5Y, 5/4); 20%
) 7 T HREE medium-plasticity fines; 75% fine; 5% medium;
v b RERREE trace coarse-grained sand, subangular; medium
: - 4z dense; damp; no odor.
! - — 1| @11.2°: Fine gravel (10 0.5" dia.), angular.
R i1
- —:H
- —
0.0 L5 6 I 15 d1E] @15°: 15% low-plasticity fines; 80% fine-grained
s [ HEHARE sand; trace medium sand; trace fine gravel (to
9o [ RERAEE 0.75" dia.), subrounded; medium dense; damp; no
i A odor.
- —it
20 '

Boring drilled to 41 fect below grade (fbg) by Apex Drilling unng a 8" dia. hollow-stem auger dnll rig. Samples were
collected every 5 feet using a spint-ring sampler driven by a 140 1b. down-hole hammer. Boring bacidfilled to surface
with bentonrte chups. No groundwater was encountered during dalling,




~
LOG OF EXPLORATORY BORING
PROJECT NUMBER 2349-600.01 BORING NO. B2
PROJECT NAME Andrew Jergens Company PAGE 20OF3
BY M. Kuncir DATE  4/28/95 SURFACE ELEV. NA ft.
PID | sample | Penetra-| _ | l“ LITHO- WELL
Reading |Recovery| tion | Zid i+ [3 GRAPHIC DESCRIPTION DETAIL
(Blows | 82> | Gy £ ] cotum
. W inZ|g
(ppm) | (ft-in.} | per 6") | ©®~ "M g
0.0 0.7 7 L H1|] @20°: As above.
L A
19 [ il
00 | 12 | 15 7 g | SAND (SP), olive brown (2.5Y, 4/3); trace
boag L nonplastic fines; 80% fine: 10% medivm; 5%
17 Do coarse-grained sand, subangular; 5% fine gravel
i o (to 0.5" dia.), subangular to subrounded; dense;
3 s R damp; no odor.
- —fn
L. ORI ,.
0.0 1.0 2 [ 30 S @30°; As above.
1? B . N )
18 o
]l - —
00 | 1s w I s @35': light olive brown (2.5Y, 5/3); trace nonplastic
20 | T fines; 50% fine; 30% medium; 15%
1 T S coarse-grained sand, subangular to subrounded;
- 5% fine gravel (to 1" dia.), subangular 10
B 1 subrounded; dense; damp; no odor.
40 TLloLi

collected every 5 feet using 4 split-ring sanwpier driven by a 140 Ib. down-hole hammer. Boring backfilled to surfsce
with bentomte chips. No groundwater was encountered during drilling.

’@\ Boring drilled to 41 fect below grade (fbg) by Apex Drilling using & 8" dia. hollow-stem auger drill rig. Samples were




~
LOG OF EXPLORATORY BORING
PROJECT NUMBER 2349-600.01 BORINGNO. B-2
PROJECT NAME Andrew Jergens Company PAGE 30F3
BY M. Kuncir DATE  4/28/95 SURFACE ELEV. NA ft.
PID | Sample | Penetra-f { . [w LITHO- WELL
Reading |Recovery | tion [ Z{id | v Y fooapurc DESCRIPTION DETAIL
Blows | 023 15 1 E |corumn
. ExwWigZ g
{ppm) | (ft-in.} | per %) | B~ [ PH 10)
00 | 15 18 | ©.1 11| @40’ SAND (SP), continued.
21 N
25 | L
B 7 BORING TERMINATED AT 41.5 FBG.
- < ol _
' — 55—
- 60
REMARKS

collocted every 5 feet using a split-ring sampler driven by a 140 Ib. down-hole hammer. Boring backfilled w surface

Boring dnllad 10 41 fect below grade (fbg) by Apex Drilling using a 8" dia. boliow-nem auger drill rig. Samples were
with bentonite chips. No groundwater was encountered dunng drifling.




-
LOG OF EXPLORATORY BORING
PROJECT NUMBER 2349-600.01 BORING NO. B-3
PROJECT NAME Andrew Jergens Company PAGE 10F3
BY M. Kuncir DATE 4/28/95 SURFACE ELEV. NA ft.
PIP Sample Pengtra- Q@ II . ﬂ LITHO- WELL
Reading |Recovery| tion | 2 = | 2 Jerapric DESCRIPTION DETAIL|
(Blows | S5 &" |2 COLUMN
. XxWigZig
(ppm) | (ft-in.} | per 6") | @= 4 | Hin
F i
- —:{1F:
50 10 | s [ syl |1] ]| SILTY SAND (SM), dark grayish brown (2.5Y, 4/2);
' T n I dEH 15% medium-plasticity fines; 85% fine-grained
1 I HERRp sand; medium dense; damp; no odor.
[ — |
- —Hl
B -1 } )
- 0 6 | 10 £ @10': No recovery.

11
14

— 15 @15°: light olive brown (2.5Y, 5/4); 15%
low-plasticity fines; 85% fine-grained sand; trace
fine gravel (to 0.5 dia.), subrounded; medium

dense; damp; no odor.

IR

SAND (SP), described on next page.

20

Boring drilled to 41 feet below grade (fbg) by Apex Drilling using a 8° dia. hollow-stem auger drill nig. Samples were
collected every § feet unng a spint-ring sampler driven by & 140 Ib. down-hole hammer. Boring backfilled to surface
with beatonite chips. No groundwater was eacountered dunag dniling.




LOG OF EXPLORATORY BORING B
PROJECT NUMBER 2349-600.01 BORINGNO. B-3
PROJECT NAME Andrew Jergens Company PAGE 2O0F3
BY M. Kuncir DATE  4/28/95 SURFACE ELEV. NA ft.
PID | Samle | Penetra- 8y |I ) iﬂ LITHO~ WELL
Reading | Recovery tion g‘”d =in ! i IGRAPHIC DESCRIPTION DETAIL
(Blows | 02> 18 E|coLumn
. xzW|gZlg
(ppm) | (ft-in.)| per 6") | @=J Hin
0.0 [ 05 15 | ~...:] SAND (SP), Light olive brown (2.5Y, 5/4); 5%
16 o nonplastic fines; 75% fine; 20% medium-grained
20 1 W sand; very dense; damp; no odor.
l I o
0 | s 25
0.0 1.5 vE R B @26': light olive brown (2.5Y, 5/4); 5% nonplastic
’ ) is [ . fines; 80% fine; 10% medium; 5% coarse-grained
s T N sand, subangular; trace fine gravel (to 0.75" dia.),
i~ R subangular; very dense; damp; no odor.
- —‘ "’ : :
i T
0.0 1.0 20 [ 30 -1{] SILTY SAND (SM), olive brown (2.5Y, 4/3); 15%
) ’ 50/6" ] FH nonplastic fines; 85% fine-grained sand;
et micaceous; very dense; damp; no odor.
! = —
= —I
- —
0.0 0.7 2. 35 : @35’: 20% low to medium-plasticity fines: 80%
) ' 16 fine-grained sand; dense; moist; no odor.
s [
= —
i 0 - SAND with SILT (SP-SM), described on next page.

REMARKS

Boring drilled 10 41 feet below grade (fbg) by Apex Drilling usiag a 8" dia. hollow-stem auger dnll rig. Samples were
collected cvery S feet using a split-ring sampler driven by 2 140 Ib. down-hole hammer. Boring backfilled o surface
with bentoants chips. No groundwater was encountered dunng drilling.




’ ) N
LOG OF EXPLORATORY BORING
PROJECT NUMBER 2349-600.01 ) BORING NO. B-3
PROJECT NAME Andrew Jergens Company PAGE 30F3
BY M. Kuncir DATE 4/28/95 SURFACE ELEV. NA ft.
PID . sample | penetra- Qg0 | .- |@]LiTHo- WELL
Reading |Recovery| tion | Ziid |2 | X leeapuid] DESCRIPTION DETAIL]
(Blows | B3 I&™ 1E1 0 ‘
oW | 2
(ppm) | (ft-in.) | per 6m | 6% [OH |3
0.0 1.2 10 | SAND with SILT (SP-SM), olive brown (2.5Y, 4/3);
15 1 10% nonplastic fines; 90% fine-grained sand;
28 | dense; damp; no odor.
B ] BORING TERMINATED AT 41.5 FBG.
- as—]
- —
L. —
- —
i ]
5 —
60

collected every 5 feet using a spiit-nng sampler driven by a 140 Ib. down-hole hammer. Boring backfilled to surface
with bentonite chips. No groundwater was encountered during drilling.

' @\ Boring drilled to 41 fect below grads (fbg) by Apex Drilling using a 8" dia. hollow-stem auger drill rig. Samples were




A~ . PROJECT No.4349-600. 00! pate {2~/ -95  |BORING No.
FIELD LOG OF CLIENT AMdmZJ Jorgens Co 2-6
: Locanon 49 W, Verduso Sheet .|
emcon | EXPLORATORY BORING |toommon -3 Vecdise ) |owe 1
Fleld location of boring: Drilling Co. f)/ul[g[w {e
b S, Drill ig model __ (M € 7
/uea" Cé’nJlV ai[ paymer J'HM/ 5 7, g Deilling method Hﬂ
Hole dia. _ %"
Boring completion data _ ks /ool o I ée}, 2 ompoledl
Ground Elev. Datum at 5! Jﬂ#kuq,j". :
- [ N Depth to V Depth to V
SEc|est| 3| i a’§ L 5 [Tme Time
§ égt'?. égg 55 | 82 |585| 8|52 3 |35 3 [pae Date
& a z8 @ DESCRIPTION
]
- . Sl“’h Sand (S’M) av erowjé borotia)
2 SM /2 So %) A0% wor b /ooj/é'/%c Lhoer
. s0Z Liwe qxza//um/ Sawvol, Frice of
3 ) 2 eoliym amweo/ a/uau/az/fcxuo/ /aa/f'
|| hhdiﬂ cav bopr _pplor
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443 3 /A 4 ]
2 6
4 -
g/
7
9
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12 [ Loes Foliche IS//UI G0 Z V. lj\mfc.‘kd
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| oclor
g
nl | gradatiwod chivanfo
L A 7
wl |
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PROJECT No. __ DATE BORING No.
@ FIELD LOG OF CLIENT -6
LOCATION Sheet 2 _

emcon| EXPLORATORY BORING | Locmor [t 2
Fleld location of boring: Driling Co.
Drill rig model
Driliing method
Hole dia,
Boring completion data
Ground Elev. Datum
5 . 7 =8 = | Depth to VV Depthto ¥
sigleet) 38 | Be 555| 5 (22| E |E| 3 [T Tine
N |2s%|3E3| 55| g2 |afs| S (5|5 35 &[0 Dato
Q& |®F 23 °© DESCRIPTION
O 16 B v nd bo S Mty Sendl (Sm-S¥ ]
3 2 SMt malildc/ clmWCé’/ celer o _pliut
4P sp S7/2 ) pwdd Coarress
2 o /5% nml'v lvw_plirhe fwer
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2 y_pn. o
33
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a 7
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PROJECT No. DATE BORING No.
& FIELD LOG OF g ~ T
£mecon EXPLORATORY BORING tgg:;g:v ' s'“’: -
Field location of boring: Drilling Co.
. Drill rig model
Drilling method
Hole dia.
Boring completion data
Ground Elew. Datum
5 |- @ ‘é - P Depthto V Depthto ¥
3Ecest| 38| Fo |57 £ |23 2 (E3] 5 [Tme Time
N |25 \3Rg| A5 | = |Ac5| ¥(52| 336 i [ Date
Q. g |8 F z8 ° DESCRIPTION
0 29 G |0 sPl_at 40% ne _cravel prepns
37 2 4l a7 fmocpm,dw/ﬂ;ua/
v YA %' . 5—70 maa/mm 4 Cogere
’ t)3 Srail eof senof., Q/«m,vgr
_ _Gre sub aupuloe ” alp odoe
Y3 A8 M-m,‘/mf
7
w4
D 60/ 6 * 2F US T Frace oF st oudot
4%
47
4f.
¥4
. @ at SO same or above w.tb g
0 A A . brau of Lioe Qmue/ zremnf
Thrine reacled Zzeci? doplh
of 87 ol ar fermipaleof
Reviewed by: swi Date: /7//( /Qf Rew. 10/90
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EXPLORATORY BORING Locarn gy TEET "3
Fleid location ot boring: A/, S/ D oF. FORAEE Drilling Co. LRLet  Lpnrt”

Drilt rig model __ Zer s — 75
Drilling method ___ 75

_Holedia "
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PROJECT No. Z5¥%—490.0 >/ DATE _£Z-~+ —75— | BORING No.
EXPLORATORY BORING | ocamow ﬂwﬂé—m Shoet ==
gmcon toggep By T 2 o 3
Field location of boring: Drilling Co.
Drill rig model
Drilling method
| Hole dia.
Boring completion data
Ground Elev. Datum
- = o Depth to / Depthto ¥
— 2 i o s - B ?
N EHE I Time
s A85E|533| 85 | g2 EBE| & (23] S 2E| £ [ome Date
Rla2=1 38 = 2 AES 3= 2 3ol 8
& & |8 2 z3 © DESCRIPTION
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PROJECT No. _Z2 %/ 32«0 oo/ DATE _/Z—(—FY— | BORING No.
FIELD LOG OF CUENT _ AroroZmcn) JEZEwnS O, z-7
EX BORING | Locanon . _vEZDuGn Avae. |Sheet Z__
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ATTACHMENT 5
LIMITATIONS



'LIMITATIONS

The services described in this report were performed consistent with generally accepted professional
consulting principles and practices. No other warranty, express or implied, is made. These services
were performed consistent with our agreement with our client. This report is solely for the use and
information of our client unless otherwise noted. Any reliance on this report by a third party is at such

. party's sole risk.

Opinions and recommendations contained in this report apply to conditions existing when services
were performed and are intended only for the client, purposes, locations, time frames and project
parameters indicated. We are.not responsible for the impacts of any changes in environmental
standards, practices or regulations subsequent to performance of services. We do not warrant the
accuracy of information supplied by others, nor the use of segregated portions of this report.

(1/95) (sect3-adoc)
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CITY OF BURBANK

353 EAST OLIVE AVENUE, BURBANK, CALIFORNIA 91502-1282
(818) 238-3473

FAX (818) 238-3483

FIRE DEPARTMENT

MICHAEL W, DAVIS
FIRE CHIEF

December 21, 1995

Ms. Erin K. O’Connell, R.G.
Project Geologist

EMCON

3300 North San Fernando Boulevard
Burbank, CA 91504

RE: REMEDIAL ACTION PLAN (RAP) - FORMER TANKS 5, 6, AND 8
99 WEST VERDUGO AVENUE, THE ANDREW JERGENS COMPANY

Dear Ms. O’Connell:

We have reviewed and evaluated the remedial action plan dated December 13, 1995, for the
above referenced project. You may proceed with the implementation of the Remedial Action
Plan (RAP) provided that all work is performed in accordance with the RAP, and complies
with the following site specific modifications.

1. The collection of confirmation samples must be based on one sample for every
100 square feet being obtained from the base and sidewalis of the excavation.
Additional samples are required at any apparent high contamination "hot spots”
identified. '

2, An estimated 977 cubic yards of soils will be generated during the
implementation of the proposed remedial action plan. In order to use soils
generated during the excavation as back fill, one sample must be collected and
analyzed for every 25 cubic yards of soils plus six additional sample points.

3. The use of imported material (soils) for back fill must be accompanied with
- documentation verifying the material’s origin and that it is suitable for use as
back fill.

In order to schedule an inspector to witness soil sample collection, please provide this office
with at least 48 hours advanced notice prior to your proposed start date.
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Jergens(Cont’d)
December 21, 1995
Page 2

You should be aware that additional work may be required by other agencies exercising
enforcement authority regarding this site.
If you have any questions, please call me at (818) 238-3473.

Thank you for your cooperations.

-y & 4

Josef R. fes, Inspector
Undergrodnd Tank Unit

cc:  Mr. Anthony J. Scrudato, The Andrew Jergens Company
Mr. Al Novak, Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board
Mr. Dennis Ward, The Andrew Jergens Company
Mr. Gregory A. Cunningham, The Andrew Jergens Company
Ms. Sally W. Bilodeau, Emcon
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3300 N. Son Fernando Boulevard » Bubank. California 91504 « (818) 841-1160 » Fox (818) 846-9280

December 26, 1995
Project 2349-600.001

Inspector Josef R. Solares
Underground Tank Unit

City of Burbank Fire Department
353 East Olive Avenue

Burbagk, California 91502-1282

Re: Schedule for Remedial Action
Former Andrew Jergens Facility
99 West Verdugo Avenue, Burbank, California

Dear Inspector Solares:

EMCON, on behalf of the Andrew Jergens Company (Jergens), is submitting this
schedule for implementation of our Remedial Action Plan dated December 13, 1995, for

additional site remediation at the former Jergens facility at 99 West Verdugo Avenue, in
Burbank, California.

Wednesday through Friday, January 3 through 5, 1995: The excavation of the
impacted soils in the vicinity of former tanks 5, 6, and 8 will be conducted, to the total
depth of impacted soils, estimated at approximately 20 feet below ground surface. The
excavation will be backfilled using a combination of imported gravel and imported fill
soil.  As requested in the City of Buwbank Fire Department letter dated
December 21, 1995, documentation regarding the origin of the imported fill soil and its
suitability for use as backfill will be included in the final report. The existing stockpile of

approximately 50 cubic yards of soil will be sampled and analyzed to determine its
suitability for use as backfill.

If you have any questions or require additional information, please contact
Erin O’Connell at (818) 841-1160, ext. 316.

Sincerely,

EMCON

;Erin K. O’Connell

Project Geologist
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February 21, 1996
‘Project 2349-600.001

Inspector Josef R. Solares
_Underground Tank Unit

.City of Burbank Fire Department
353 East Olive Avenue

Burbank, California 91502

Re: Additional Site Investigation and Remediation
Former Andrew Jergens Facility .
99 West Verdugo Avenue, Burbank, California

Dear Inspector Solares:

EMCON, on behalf of The Andrew Jergens Company (Jergens), is submitting this report
documenting the results of the additional site investigation and remediation activities at
the former Jergens facility at 99 West Verdugo Avenue in Burbank, California (Figure 1).
The additional site investigation and remediation activities were proposed in the Workplan
for Additional Site Investigation and Remediation (EMCON, September 20, 1995), and
the Remedial Action Plan for Additional Site Remediation EMCON, December 13, 1995)
submitted to the City of Burbank Fire Department (CBFD) in response to letters-from the
CBFD dated July 11, 1994 and October 31, 1995.

This report summarizes the investigation and remediation activities conducted at the site
to date and presents conclusions and recommendations. In addition, the report includes a
description of the site history, field activities, and analytical results, and contains maps
shbwing soil sample, soil boring, and excavation locations. Based on the analytical results
for verification soil samples collected at the site, the hydrocarbon-impacted soils in the
areas of the former underground storage tanks (tanks 1 through 8) and the clarifier have
been removed. No further action is recommended for this site. EMCON, on behalf of
Jergens, requests that the site be closed with respect to the environmental issues.

BACKGROUND

The site is located within the City of Burbank and is bordered by Verdugo Avenue to the
southeast, Flower Street to the southwest, and by Olive Street and the Southem Pacific
Railroad tracks to the northwest and southwest, respectively (Figure 1). The approximately
4.9 acre site’ was formerly occupied by a facility owned and operated by Jergens from the
1920s until 1992. The facility was used to manufacture soap and associated products and has
been decommissioned. The buildings and pavement have been removed and the site is
currently a vacant lot.

BB\:UERGENS\SO0\WPEK 000979.D0C-95eea: |
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Inspector Josef R. Solares - Project 2349-600.001
February 21, 1996
Page2

TANK CLOSURE ACTIVITIES

The report prepared by Jack K. Bryant Engineers, Inc. (J.K. Bryant) documents the
excavation and removal of eight underground storage tanks (USTs) from the site during
February and March.of 1995 (J.K. Bryant, July 6, 1995). This report was submitted by
JK. Bryant to the CBFD on behalf of Jergens. The following discussion is_summarized
from the J.K. Bryant report. :

On February 16, 1995, tanks | through 4 and associated product line piping were
excavated and removed (Drawing 1). Soil samples collected from the base of the
excavation of tanks 1, '2, and 3 did ,not contain detectable concentrations of total
recoverable petroleun hydrocarbons (TRPH) using U.S. EPA Method 418.1 or benzene,
toluene, ethylbenzene, and total xylenes (BTEX) using U.S. EPA Method 8020 (Table 1).
Soil samples collected from beneath tank 4 did not contain detectable concentrations of
TPH or total extractable petroleum hydrocarbons using U.S.EPA Method 8015M.
Samples collected beneath the product lines associated with tank 4 were reported to be
impacted with TRPH concentrations ranging from 53 to 76 milligrams per kilogram

(mg/kg).

The soil from the excavation of tanks 1, 2, and 3 was stockpiled at the southeastern corer
of the site. The soil was initially segregated into two separate stockpiles, and were
subsequently consolidated into one stockpile. Grab samples designated as stockpile #1
and #2 were collected from the two original stockpiles, and a third sample was later
collected from the stockpile of consolidated material (Plastic lined #1). The highest
concentration of TPH reported for a stockpile sample was 680 mg/kg (Table I). It is
EMCON’s understanding that the soil excavated during the removal of tank 4 was used as
backfill of the tank 4 excavation.

On March 8 and 22, 1995, four USTs (tanks 5 through 8) were excavated and removed
from the north-central portion of the site (Figure 2). Soil samples collected beneath
tanks 5, 6, and 8 were reported to be impacted with TRPH concentrations ranging from
16,000 to 35,000 mg/kg (Table 1).. Soil excavated during the removal of tank 5 was
stockpiled and covered with polyethylene sheeting, and the tank excavation was backfilled
with'the remaining excavated soils.

Soil Disposal

A total of approximately 100 cubic yards of soil was generated during the removal of
tanks 1, 2, and 3. The soil was stockpiled on site and covered with plastic sheeting

BBU:VERGENS\SOC\WPEK000979.D0C-95\eea:|
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Inspector Josef R. Solares Project 2349-600.001
February 21, 1996
Page 3

(J.X. Bryant, July 6, 1995). "On March 8, 1995, EMCON personnel collected 19 soil
samples (SP-1 through SP-19) from the soil stockpile. The soil samples were analyzed for
TPH as gasoline and diesel by U.S. EPA Method 8015M and for BTEX by U.S. EPA
Method 8020. In addition, the sample with the highest TPH was analyzed for total lead by
U.S. EPA Method 3050/6010. Concentrations detected in samples S-1 through SP-19
were with the maximum -allowable concentration guideline for BTEX and TRPH. The
stockpile sample results are included in Table 1. The certified analytical reports and
chain-of-custody documentation were subrmtted in EMCON’s workplan dated
September 20, 1995.

On June 29, 1995, EMCON, on behalf of Jergens, submitted an application to the
Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) for a waste discharge requirements
(WDR) permit. The application discussed that the stockpile had been generated during the
tank 1, 2, and 3 excavation, and that EMCON proposed to backfill the tank excavition
with these soils. The application included a discussion of the soil sampling and the
analytical resuits. The application was submitted to the RWQCB as required by the
RWQCB Order 91-93, “General Waste Discharge Requirements for Discharge of
Non-Hazardous Contaminated Soils and Other Wastes in Los Angeles River and Santa
Clara River Basins”, also known as WDRs.., On July 28, 1995, the RWQCB issued a
WDR for use of the stockpiled soils as backfill material at the site (EMCON,
- September 20, 1995).

On August 24, 1996, EMCON personnel notified Inspecfor Josef Solares of the CBFD
that the WDR had been obtained from the RWQCB, in response to the CBFD letter’s
“Additional Requirements” Number 6 requesting that appropriate evidence indicating
legal disposal of the excavated soils be submitted to the CBFD (CBFD, July 11, 1995).

ADDITIONAL INVESTIGATION ACTIVITIES

Vadose-Zone Weli Abandonment

On February 24, 1995, EMCON provided oversight of the abandonment of three vadose
zone monitoring wells (VW-1 through VW-3) located on site (Drawing 1). The well
abandonment was performed using a truck-mounted, hollow-stem auger drll rig to
overdrill each wéll to at least the total depth of the well and remove all of the well
materials including casing, screen, filter pack, and seal. Well VW-1, located adjacent to
the former clarifier, northwest of the former diesel USTs (tanks I, 2, and 3), was
approximately 7.5 feet deep, with 5 feet of screen and 2 feet of blank casing. Wells VW-2

BBU:VERGENSWOO\WMEK000979.DOC-95eca:
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Inspector Josef R. Solares Project 2349-600.001
February 21, 1996
Page 4

and VW-3, located near the former above ground ethanol tank, were both approximately
40 feet deep with 35 feet of screen and 5 feet of blank casing.

Upon removal of the well materials, the boreholes were backfilled with bentonite grout to
approximately 1 foot below grade. The well materials and auger rinseate generated during
the abandonment were contained in 55-gallon DOT-approved drums and stored on site
pending final characterization and disposal. The field procedures for abandoning the
vadose zone wells were included in EMCON’s workplan dated September 20, 1995.

Borings EB-1 and B-1 through B-5

In February and March, 1995, EMCON conducted a preliminary site assessment to
delineate the extent of soil impacted by petroleum hydrocarbons associated with, the
former aboveground and underground storage tanks (tanks4 through 8), sump, and
clarifier. On February 24, 1995, soil boring EB-1, located in the vicinity of the former
aboveground gasoline tank (tank 4), was drilled to a depth of approximately 15 feet below
grade (Drawing 1). This work was conducted by Jergens in response to a request from a
potential buyer of the property. Soil samples were collected at 5 foot depth intervals and
analyzed for TPH as gasoline by U.S. EPA Method 8015 (Maodified). TPH as gasoline
was not detected at concentrations above the method reporting limit (Table 2).

On April 28, 1995, soil borings B-1 through B-3 were drilled in the vicinity of the tank S,
6, 7, and 8 excavation (Drawing 1). Soil samples from borings B-1 through B-3 were
collected at approximately 5-foot depth intervals and analyzed for hydrocarbon scan/fuel
characterization and BTEX by U.S.EPA Methods 8015 (Modified) and 8020,
respectively. TPH and benzene were not reported at concentrations above the MRLs in
the soil samples (Table 2).

Borings B-4 and B-5 were drilled at the location of the former clarifier and sump
(Drawing 1). Soil samples collected from borings B4 and B-5 were analyzed for
hydrocarbon scan/fuel characterization, volatile organic compounds, base neutral/acid
semivolatile organic compounds (semi-VOCs), semivolatiles, hexavalent chrome, and pH.
This work was conducted by Jergens in response to a request from a potential buyer of the
property. The analytical methods used are listed on the analytical reports presented in
Attachment 2. Concentrations of TPH, VOCs, semi-VOCs, and hexavalent chromium
were not detected in the soil samples collected from boring B-5 (Table 2). Concentrations
of TPH of 3,000 and 1,800 mg/kg were detected in the soil samples collected from
boring B-4 at depths of 5 and 10 feet, respectively. Trace concentrations of three VOCs

BBUERGENSWWOMWPEK000579.DOC-95\cea: 1
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were also detected in these samples. These results mdlcatc that hydrocarbons were
present in the soil in the vicinity of the former clarifier.

The field procedures for drilling and sampling the soil borings, the boring logs, and the
analytical results and chain-of-custody documentation were included in EMCON’s
workplan dated September 20, 1995.

Borings B-6 and B-7

On December 1, 1995, two exploratory soil borings (B-6 and B-7) were drilled on-site to a
maximum depth of 51.5 feet below ground surface (bgs). Soil boring B-6 was drilled
through the approximate center of the footprint of the former tank 5, 6, 7 and 8 excavation
to delineate the vertical extent of hydrocarbon-impacted soil. Boring B-7 was drilled at an
approximately 20-degree angle to assess the lateral extent of hydrocarbon-lmpacted soil to
the north of the former tanks (Drawing 1).

The samples were analyzed for the presence of hydrocarbons using hydrocarbon scan/fuel
characterization by U.S. EPA Method 8015M, and BTEX using U.S. EPA Method 8020.

TPH and.benzene concentrations were not reported at concentrations above -method
reporting limits in the soil samples collected from borings B-1, B-2, B-3, and B-7. The
soil samples collected at depths of 5, 10, and 15 feet bgs contained concentrations of
petroleum hydrocarbons ranging from 66 mg/kg to 10,000 mg/kg (Table 2). These results
indicate that the horizontal and vertical extent of hydrocarbon-impacted soil in the area of
the former tank 5, 6, 7 and 8 excavation had been delineated.

The field procedures for drilling and sampling the soil borings and the analytical results
and chain-of-custody documentation were submitted in the workplan dated
September 20, 1995.

REMEDIATION ACTIVITIES

Clarifier Excavation

Based on the analytical results for soil boring B-4, excavation of the former clarifier
location was conducted by EMCON on December 6 and 7, 1995 (Drawing 1 and
Figure 2). During the excavation work, air monitoring was conducted consistent with
SCAQMD Rule 1166 air monitoring requirernents, and the SCAQMD monitoring forms
are included in Attachment 4. Impacted soil was removed to a maximum depth of 12 feet

BB\VERGENSVGOWWPEK 000979.DOC-95eca:1



Inspector Josef R. Solares ' Project 2349-600.001
February 21, 1996
Page 6

below ground surface, and verification soil samples were collected from the base and
sidewalls of the excavation (Figure 2 and Photograph 1). Impacted soils were removed
from around a 12-inch water pipe located in the excavation area (Photograph2). Soil
samples V-1, V-2, V-3, and V-4 were collected from the sidewalls of the excavation, and
samples V-5, V-6, and V-7 were collected from the base of the excavation. These samples
were analyzed in the field by a state-certified mobile laboratory for BTEX using EPA
Method 8020 and for the presence of hydrocarbons using hydrocarbon scan/fuel
characterization by EPA Method 8015M. Samples V-1, V-5, and V-6 contained TPH in
the diesel range (carbon range of C10 through C20) at concentrations ranging from 200 to
340 mg/kg (Table 3).

Based on the hydrocarbon concentrations detected in the verification soil samples,
additional overexcavation was conducted. Impacted soil was removed to a maximum
depth of approximately 12 feet bgs, and additional verification samples (V-8 through
V-12) were collected from the base and sidewalls of the excavation (Figure 2). BTEX and
TPH were not reported above the MRLs for these samples (Table 3). A representative of
the CBFD was present during the collection of the verification samples.

Approximately 300 cubic yards of soil were excavated from the former clarifier 6cation.
Samples SP-1" through "SP-12 were collected from the stockpile and analyzed to
characterize the soil for disposal (Table 4). The soil was stockpiled on site and covered
with plastic sheeting pending receipt of certified analytical results. On February 7, 1996,
the soil was transported off site and disposed at the TPS Technologies, Inc. (TPS) facility
_in Adelanto, California. Soil disposal manifests are included in Attachment 5. '

Based on the analytical results of the verification soil samples collected from the base and
sidewalls of the excavation; hydrocarbon-impacted soil in the area of the former clarifier
had been adequately removed. Following receipt of approval from Inspector Josef Solares
of the CBFD, the excavation was backfilled to grade with imported gravel and clean fill
soils (Photograph 3). The soil were compacted to at least 90% maximum dry density and
the certified compaction report is included in Attachment 6.

Tank 1, 2, 3 Excavation Backfill

Six soil samples (1A, 1B, 2A, 2B, 3A, and 3) that were collected beneath tanks 1, 2, and 3,
did not contain detectable concentrations of TRPH (J.K. Bryant, July 6, 1995)(Table I).
Six additional soil samples (WTN, WTS, MTN, MTS, ETN, and ETS) collected from the
sidewalls of the excavation also did not contain detectable concentrations of TPH. Based

BBU:VERGENSWGORWPEK000979.DOCH5eca: 1
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on these results, no additional investigation of the tankl 2, and 3 excavation was
requested the CBFD (CBFD, July 11, 1995).

On December 8, 1995, the tank 1, 2, and 3 excavation that had been open since February
of 1995 was backfilled to a depth of -8 feet using gravel, and the upper 8 feet was
backfilled with the stockpiled soils generated during the removal of the tanks. The soils
were backfilled to at least 90% maximum dry density and the certified compaction report
is included-in Attachment6. The approximately 100 cubic yards of soil stockpiled
adjacent to the excavation had been approved by the RWQCB for backfill. A copy of the
WDR permit is included in Attachment 3.

Tank 5, 6, 7, and 8 Excavation

Based on the analytical results for the soil samples collected from beneath tanks 5, 6, 7,
and 8 (Tank 5A, Tank 5B, Tank 6A, Tank 7, Tank 8, 8A, and 8B) and for samples from
soil borings B-1 through B-3, and B-6 and B-7, excavation of the location of the former
underground storage tank cluster was conducted by EMCON on January 8, 9, and
10, 1996 (Photograph 4). During the excavation work, air monitoring was conducted
consistent with SCAQMD Rule 1166 air monitoring requirements, and the SCAQMD
monitoring forms are included in Attachment4. Abundant concrete, piping, and other
debris were removed from the former tank backfill. Impacted soil was removed to a
maximum depth of 19 feet below ground surface (Photograph 5), and a total of twenty-six
(26) verification soil samples were collected from the base and sidewalls of the excavation
(Figure 3). A representative of the CBFD was present during the collection of the

verification samples. ‘

These samples were analyzed in the field by a state-certified mobile laboratory for BTEX
using EPA Method 8020 and for the presence of hydrocarbons using hydrocarbon
scan/fuel characterization by EPA Method 8015M. Soil analytical results are presented in
Table 4 and the certified analytical reportsare presented in Attachment 2.

The soils in the vicinity of verification samples V-13 through V-15, V-25, "V-29, and
V-37, were overexcavated based on the analytical results. Additional verification samples
were then collected for analysis at the direction of the CBFD.

Based on the analytical results for the verification soil samples collected from the base and
sidewalls of the excavation, the hydrocarbon-impacted soil in the area of the former
tanks 5, 6, 7, and 8 were determined to have been adequately removed. Following the
approval from the CBFD, the excavation was backfilled to grade with a combination of

BBUL.UERGENSWOWPEKO00979.DOC-95\cea 1
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imported gravel and clean fill soils (Photograph 6). Two samples of the imported fill soils
were collected for analysis at the réquest of the CBFD. These samples did-not contain
detectable concentrations of TPH or BTEX (Table 4). A copy of the certified compaction
report -for the excavation backfill is included in Attachment 6, and analytical results for
samples of backfill materials are presented on Table 4.

Approximately 800 cubic yards of soil were excavated at the former location of tanks 5, 6,
7, and 8. The soil was stockpiled on site and covered with plastic sheeting pending receipt
of the sample analytical results and determination of appropriate disposal options. On
February 7, 1996, the soil was transported off site and disposed at the TPS facility in
Adelanto, California. The manifests are included in Attachment 5.

CONCLUSIONS y

Based on the analytical results for verification soil samples collected at the site, the
hydrocarbon-impacted soils in the areas of the former underground storage tanks (tanks 1
through 8) and the clarifier have been removed. No further action is recommended for
this site,. EMCON, on behalf of Jergens, requests that the site be closed with respect to the
environmental issues.

This report has been prepared consistent with current and generally accepted
environmental consulting principles and practices that are within the limitations described

_in Aftachment 7. If you have any questions or require additional mformatwn, please do
not’hesitate to call.

Sincerely,

EMCON

BILODEAU
NO. 10489
CERTIFIED
ENGINEERING

GEOLOGZT

0. Boclren

tlodeay, C.E.G. #1049
Du'ector of Hazardous Waste Services
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ZiT OF BURBANK

353 EAST OLIVE -YENUE. .0. BOX 6459, BURBANK. CALIFORNIA 915‘10—6459
1318) 953-377"

FAXNO 318) 3 53-5786

FIRE DEPARTMENT

October 2, 1991

Mr. Allen Haig

Andrew Jergens Company
99 W. Verdugo Avenue
Burbank, CA 91502

Dear Mr. Haig:

SUBJECT: Chapter 6.95 of Division 20, Sections 25533 and 25536;
California Health and Safety Code; Burbank City.
Ordinance 3023.

The California Health and Safety Code and the Burbank City
ordinance requires that all businesses which handle Acutely
Hazardous Materials (AHM's) in quantities that equal or exceed
the Environmental Protection Agency's (EPA) Threshold Planning
Quantity (TPQ) for Extremely Hazardous Substances, must submit an
accurate and complete AHM Registration Form to the Local
Administering Agency. The Local Administering Agency for the
City of Burbank is the Burbank Fire Department (BFD).

According to information available to the Burbank Fire Department
your business has been identified as a handler of Acutely
Hazardous Materials (AHM's). If you handle AHM's at or above the
Threshold Planning Quantity (TPQ) you are required to complete-
and submit the AHM Registration Form to the Burbank Fire
Department. If you have not already done so, an updated chemical
inventory and business plan must also be submitted to the Burbank
Fire Department.

A list of Acutely Hazardous Materials along with the EPA
Threshold Planning Quantities is enclosed along w1th the requlred
AHM, reglstratlon form. -

Please follow the enclosed instructions to complete the Acutely
Hazardous Materials Registration Form. Submit the form to the
'Burbank Fire Department within 30 days of receipt of this letter.
Failure to comply may result in civil penalties and/or criminal
prosecution.



PAGE 2

After submission of this form, a representative of the Burbank
Fire Department will contact you with additional instructions if
you need to complete an additional Risk Management Prevention
Program (RMPP) or make additional submissions.

If you have any question after reading the enclosed information
regarding these requirements, please contact the Burbank Fire
Department's Fire Prevention Bureau at (818) 953-8773.

Thank you for your cooperation.

Michael W. Davis
Chief of Fire Department

[}
By
Devin Burns

Hazardous Materials Specialist
Fire Prevention Bureau

DB:smp
ahm. let

Enc: 1. Acutely Hazardous Materials Registration Form
2. Appendix A - The List of Extremely Hazardous Substances



FIRE DEPARTMENT

CITY OF BURBANK

353 EAST OLIVE AVENUE, P.0.80X 8459, BURBANK, CALIFORNIA 91510-6459
PHONE NO. (818) 953-877"

FAX NO. (818) 953-8785

ACUTELY HAZARDOUS MATERIALS REGISTRATION FORM IRSTRUCTIONS

The following step by step instructions will assist you in
completing the Acutely Hazardous Materials Registration Form.

BUSINESS NAME

Identify the Business by Business Name.

BUSINESS SITE ADDRESS

Identify the Business/Facility Site Address where the
Acutely Hazardous Materials are stored, used, or
otherwise handled.

BUSINESS MAILING ADDRESS

Identify the Business Mailing Address if it is different
from the Business/Facility Site Address.

BUSINESS TELEPHONE

Provide the Business Phone number where responsible
management personnel in charge of hazardous materials
can be reached. Include the telephone number to the
main office if it is different.

BUSINESS PLAN SUBMISSION DATE

Indicate the date the Business Plan was submitted to the
Local Administering Agency.

PROCESS DESIGNATION
Briefly identify the process or operation where the

Acutely Hazardous Material is used, handled or stored.
If this section is not applicable, please indicate.



ACUTELY HAZARDOUS MATERIALS REGISBTRATION FORM INSTRUCTICNS

PAGE 2

7.

AHMRFI.DB
7/25/90

ACUTELY HAZARDOUS MATERIALS HANDLED

Refer to the attached list of Extremely Hazardous
Substances and their Threshold Planning Quantities. The
EPA Extremely Hazardous Substances are also referred to
as Acutely Hazardous Materials. Using this list,
identify the Acutely Hazardous Materials you use, store
or otherwise handle.

a. List by Chemical Name each AHM and its respective
quantity in pounds. Use additional pages if
necessary and attach to this form.

GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF PROCESSES AND PRINCIPAL EQUIPMENT

Briefly describe the process of operation and principal
equipment where Acutely Hazardous Materials are used in
this facility. DO NOT INCLUDE TRADE SECRET INFORMATION
IN THESE DESCRIPTIONS.

SIGNATURE BLOCK

The individual completing this form or the company
officer in charge of hazardous materials for the
business shall sign their name, print their name, give
their job title and date. -



THE ANDREW JERGENS COMPANY » 99 W. VERDUGO AVENUE o BURBANK, CALIFORNIA 91502

October 14, 1991

Devin Burns

Hazardous Materials Specialist
Fire Prevention Bureau

City Of Burbank

353 East Olive Avenue

P.0. Box 6439

Burbank, CA 21510-6439

SUBJECT: 1991 Hazardous Chemicals & Business Plan Submission

Enclosed is the Andrew Jergens Co. 1991 Hazardous Chemical
information:

Acutely Hazardous Materials Registration Form for one chemical,
chloroacetic acid.

Updated Chemical Inventory. This updates the previous Inventory
submitted to the City 6-27-90. 7The revised information is

underlined.

Business Plan. The business plan submitted 7-2-90 with an update of
2-6—-91 accurately reflects our present situation.

Let me know if you have any questions about this.

Sincerely,

[
Allen W. Haig
Environmental & Safety Engineer

TELEPHONE (818) 846-9822/L.A. PHONE (213} 849-5741 * TELEX 6-74766 * FAX (818) 848-1685



Standard Business 0

Burbank Fire Depariment

HAZARDOUS MATERIALS INVENTORY
This section MUST be completed even Iif no Chemicals are used in the business

Dun and Bradstreet

el -1617
Business Name: __P\NDREW JerGENS Co. Owner Name: Kao Corep. e s e
Location 99 W. Verdueo Ave. Address: C 3 Crnou-Ku
city, zip: B URBANK, CA A1502 city.zip: — Tokyo . 103 Japan
phonett: __ CBIBD BUE- 9822 Phone # Pagetof __ 2
Standard Ind. Class Code: S B4y Name of this Facility: Nong -
Refer to Instructions for proper codes
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 " 12
Trans Type Max Average Annual Measure Cont Cont Cont Use %by Names of Mixture/Components
Code Code Amt Amt Est Units Type Press Temp Code Wt See Instructions
. 8
RI.PJasoodzsood_sooolen ] ol 1 1 glia lioo]*2 Diecer. Ou
I diat .
Heath — 15l W YARD. TANK . AREA....... ]|
X Fie (14) O pealayed Honlth 16) C A.S Number €. TH.L.-HA - si.
a Reactivity O] sudden Release of Pressure 2 ':)f?%yitse ----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
___R__J..Am._l_.‘_a_,b_igg _,,.____QQ.QI....QS__.,A_Q.._D._Q]..L..B.;;..l.__.!.sZ...J._... 1. .| H ] 29 oo HyFLo SuPer. CeL :
Immediate O 5 - P K ‘ ST E, (FiLLTER AID)
Health ¥ 1 OLD. ROILER COMP, MMl bbe o 00| CRYS T ALRINE. SiLica (IHHEY 161D
O fire (14 Delayed Health 16) CAS. Number .. .. .
N 3| Quekiz.  (19808-60T)
O Reactivity [ sudden Release of Pressure on Site
ol o] Lo Lo L L] Lo Ll [o10 & YT I T I X <1 =
O immediate
Health 18] Do oo eerm e et e ee e N
O Fire (14) O Delayed Heaith 16) C.A.S. Number .........] NA
g Reactivity [ sudden Release of Pressure 19) ':)E‘is);tse m ----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Emergency Contacts #1 .....E\LLEl\l .. HA\S ENVIR. ENGR C%l%)'] 1e-26eB.
Name Title 24 Hr. Phone
2 . Bop. SOMERMILLE. o Prant MANAGER...... (3193558677
Name Title "24 Hr. Phone

Certification (Read and sign after completing all sections)
I certity under penalty of law that | have personally examined and am familiar with the information submitted in this and all attached documents, and that
based on my inquiry of those individuals responsible for obtaining the information, | believe that the submitted information is true, accurate, and

complete.
Y /// %

Date Slgnod




Burbank Fire Depariment

HAZARDOUS MATERIALS INVENTORY

Standard Business D

Business Name: AND REW :\"El REENS C'O L3 Page a of pd
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12
Trangs Type Max Average Annual Measure Cont Cont Cont Use % by Names of Mixture/Components
Code Code Amt Amt Est Units Type Press Temp Code wit See Instructions
0 00 I A Y ) A [ _— 00 L ALUMINGM _ SUACATE  MIXTORE
O immediate GFILTER AIDD
Health L) LU ORTRO
O Fire (19) O Delayed Health 16) C.A.S. Number ...... NA
13)#D
0 Reactivity O sudden Release of Pressure ) on asy"se m
...&._]....E_...|_.!i,_§_QQ_ ..E.rEé_Q.Q_l.._.1.5T_Q_QQ.I.,.G-_AJ.._.._]_..Q..L..,]4_,......-.L..l._......H.]...l..a.._....\.D.O. Erny BLcOMO
| diat .
feann 19l AT. Fup. 0F WL Yakn JaNK. FARM. o |
W Fire (14) [ Delayed Health 16) C.AS. Number GH-1TT=5H
a Reactivity O Sudden Release of Pressure ) !:)rl?gy“se <51 B L
P\l M 15,000 2\,5'00| _____ 5,000 1BS1OT 1 Hi e [poiDisTearYLDinonIuM . Crrorine Mix.
Immediate ™, F (o6 M . S - AR
Health R ba LOSIETC. LIAKIE (e OTORAGE . DREA 1> 5] | - OCTAPECANAMINIUM , 0=, N=DINE THRYL A=
M Fire 14) O Delayed Health 16) C.A.S. Number —...... » . .
2800 ) O EerL, Cuorior (10764220 ..
ys J
o Reactivity O sudden Release of Pressure on Site ]
Ir.IsopropANOL (67-63-0OD

__________ L1 I

l

O )mmediate
Health

15)

O Fire (14) O pelayed Health 16) C.A.S. NUMBEI —eoemoeeeeeeceeeeereeeeeeeeeeeeae

13) # Days I:l

a Reactivity O Sudden Release of Pressure on Site

(m Immediate
Health

15)

O Fire (19) 0 pelayed Health

16) C.A.S. Number

13) # Days D

on Site

a Reactivity O Sudden Release of Pressure




ACUTELY HAZARDOUS MATERIALS REGISTRATION FORM

nisformMUSTbccomi:lewdbydxeownc or operator of EACH business in California which, at
any time, handles Amdymmmqummwmamqmlmammmc
Federal Threshold Planning Quantities for Exremely Hazardous Substances. Submit this completed form o

your local Administering Ageacy. (§25533 & 25536 Health & Safety Code)
Note instructions on reverse
BUSINESS NAME « _ANGREW—JERBENG—G0-

99 W, VERDUGQ AVE, ., BUBBANK, CA__ 91502

BUSINESS SITE ADDRESS

BUSINESS MAILING ADDRESS (if dilfereat)
BUSINESS PHONE __(818) 846-9822 BUSINESS PLAN SUBMISSION DATE* __JULY 2, 1390

PROCESS DESIGNATION'___Reacted to form intermediate raw material for liquid spap

ACUTELY HAZARDOUS MATERIALS HANDLED -USE ADDITIONAL PAGES IF NECESSARY.
W QUANTITY.
CHLOBOACETIC ACID (CAS 79-11-8) 39,200 tLBS, (1990 Usage)
Max. 1990 INV.: 9,000 LBS.

Drums of the flaked material are dumped into the lotion make tank and reacted to

form an intermediate compound fer liquid soap.

f.mm Uj\g-m\,, Tz _ENVIRONMENTAL & SAFETY ENGR.
1] ""

\

SIGNATURE
DATE 10-10-92

PRINTED NAME___Allen W. Haig

California OfTlcs of Emergeacy Services FORM HM3TT7(11-12-39)
1-3
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STATE OF CAUFORNIA—ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY PETE WILSON, Governor

CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
LOS ANGELES REGION

101 CENTRE PLAZA DRIVE
MONTEREY PARK, CA 91754-2156
{213} 266-7500

FAX: {213) 266-7600

August 2, -1996

Greg Cunningham

Andrew Jergens Company
'2535 Spring Grove Avenue

Cincinnati, Ohio 45214-1773

NO FURTHER REQUIREMENTS - ANDREW JERGENS COMPANY, 99 W. VERDUGO
AVENUE, BURBANK (FILE NO. 109.0104)

Upon review of our files for the subject sgite, we have the
following comments with respect to the Well Investigation Program:

1. Operations for manufacturing soap at the subject facility
commenced before 1921. During an initial inspection on
February 15, 1990, Board staff noted numerous potential
gsources of liquid wastes that may have impacted soil and
ground water including two diesel USTs, one leaking ethanol
UST, a boiler blowdown sump, an industrial wastewater
clarifier and numerous above ground storage tanks. No
volatile organic compounds were noted or reported at the site.
Board staff subsequently. required subsurface assessment to
determine if soil had been impacted as a result of unrequlated
releases from these potential sources.

2. Laboratory analysis of soil matrix samples collected in
boreholes to a maximum depth of 20' bgs adjacent to the
potential sources detected maximum concentrations of 498 mg/kg
total recoverable hydrocarbons (TRPH), 7,632 mg/kg ethanol and
12 ug/kg benzene. The TRPH contamination did not extent below
5' bgs. Reportedly, 60 cubic yards of ethanol contaminated
soil was removed from the former ethanol UST excavation pit
during a subsequent UST removal. Ground water is estimated to
be approximately 100' bgs in this area.

Based on our inspections and information submitted, we have no
further requirements with respect to the Well Investigation

Program. The remaining soil contamination is not a continuing
threat to ground water gquality and therefore cleanup is not
required.

The jurisdictional requirements of other agencies, such as the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, are not affected by this Board's
"no further requirements" decision. Such agencies may choose to
make their own determinations regarding the site.




Greg Cunningham
Page 2

-. . If you have any questions, please contact the
(213)266-7531. '

ERIC NUPEN, R.G.
Senior Engineering Geologist

cc: David Seter, USEPA Region IX, San Francisco
Mel Blevins, ULARA watermaster
Dennis Ward, Jergens Co., Cincinati
Sally Bilodeau, Emcon, Burbank
Doug Dickinson, banker

undersigned at
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m'Are OF c&urbnwu'——f.wmo&memu PROTECTION AGENCY .~ ) PETE WILSON, Govemnor

CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
*OS ANGELES REGION

J1 CENTRE PLAZA DRIVE
MONTEREY PARK, CA 917542156

{213) 2667500
FAX: (213) 2687600

July 28, 1985

Patricia Marshik

Staff Geologist

Emcon

3300 N. San Fernando Blvd.
Burbank, CA 91504

WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIREMENTS FOR DISCHARGE OF DIESEL CONTAMINATED
S0OIL. - ANDREW JERGENS COMPANY AT 99 VERDUGO AVENUE, BURBANK -
File No. 88~57-150(95)

+
.

On July 13, 1995, you filed.with this Board a report of waste
discharge for using up to 350 cubic yards of diesel contaminated
s0oil as backfill material on site.

We have reviewed the information provided and have determined that
the proposed discharge of this material meets the conditions
specified in Order No. 91-93, "General Waste Discharge Requirements
for Discharge of Non-Hazardous Contaminated Soils and Other Wastes
in Los Angeles: River and Santa Clara River Basins", adopted by this
Board on July 22, 1991. .

¥

Enclosed are Waste Discharge Requirements, comprising:

1. General Waste Discharge Requirements
2. - Monitoring and Reporting Program

Please note that the Monitoring and Reportn.ng Program requires that
a—report be ~submitted to this Board—within 10 days of the
completion of disposal operat:.ons The report shall reference the
above f:.le number . -

If you have any questions, please contact Juan Gonzalez at (213)
266-7555.

Opthoui Tnell

ROBERT P. GHIRELLI, D.Env.
Executive Officer

Enclosures



State of California

CALTFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD, LOS ANGELES REGION

'ORDER NO. 91-93

GENERAL WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIREMERTS
FOR :

DISFZH)\RGE OF 80N-HAZARDOUS CON'I‘AMINATﬁD SOILS ANQ‘ OTHER WA_STE’S

IN LQS I&NGEIES RIVER AND SANTA' CLARA RIVER BASINS

- (File No. 88-57)

'.l‘he California. Req;ona]. Water Quality COntrol Board, Los Angeles
Region finds: - : N

le‘

'rhe California Water cCode : requires that .any. person
discharging wastes or proposing t’b‘discharge ‘waste which
could affect the quality of-the waters of the state-shall

.'f£ile a-Report of Waste Discharge with the Regional Board.
.. The Regional. Board then shall prescribe“ requirements as

to. the nature of the proposed or existing discharge.

80115 contaminated with moderate concentrations of
petroleum hydrocarbons, heavy metals and other: special
wastes are considered to be wastes whose discharge could
affect the quality of the waters of the state. -

Land disposal of these wastes to properly engineered and
managed Class III Waste Management Units . (Landfills) is.
proving to be an efficient  and..economical means. of
mitigating the effects of such contaminated waste. The
threat to waters of the State is thereby eliminateri or
rednced to non-signlfmant levels. - 4

Each month this Board receives a larg'e number of requests
for the disposal of soils contaminated with hydrocarbons
and other waste. For each such request, staff has to
determine . the: concentration of the. significant
contammants/pollutants in the waste; . the regulatory
limits, if any, for the contamnants/pollutants . and the
potential impact on the waters of the State’ from: the.
disposal of the waste. Such requests: dre anticipated to
continue-and- far exceed the. capacity: ‘of - staff"t‘é"feview
and . bring to the Board for-consideration :of individual

waste discharge requirements' in a timely manner. These

circumstances create the need for an expedited system for
processing the numerous requests for disposal ‘of’ these
moderately contamxnated wastes.

June 12, 1991




-

General Waste Discharge Requirements File No. 88-57

Discharge

of Nén-Hazardous Contaminated Scoils

The adoption of general waste discharge requirements for

the disposal of: these non-hazardous contaminated soils..

and other 'similar’ wastes would: a) simplify the
application process. for dischargers, b) allow: moreé

efficient use of "Regional’ ‘Board staff time; and .c).’

reduce ; Regional Board" time -by enabling the Executive’
Officer to notify the- discharger of the appllcability of
the General Waste’Discharge Requirements. __ ‘

These general waste discharge requirements for the
disposal of non-hazardous contaminated soils. and.other
similar waste up to 100,000 cubic yards for dnrations not.

to exceed 90 days under direction of the Executive

" Officér would benefit the public, staff, and the Board

l10.

by accelerating the review. process thhout ;oss of
regulat:ory jurisdiction and oversight.

The Board adopted revised Water Quality Control . Plahs
for the Santa Clara River and Los Angeles River Basins
on October 22, 1990 and June 3, 1991, respectively. These

. Water Quality Control Plans contain water —-quality
objectives for ground water for all Hydrologic Subareas

within the Region. The requirements contained in this
Order, as they are met, will be in conformance with the
goals of the Water Quality Control Plans.

Beneficial uses of ground water in the Los Angeles.Region
include municipal and domestic supply, agricultural.
supply, industrial process supply, and ground water
recharge. -Beneficial uses for individual Hydrologic
Subareas are specified in the Water Quality cControl

Plans.

The Class III Landfill disposal is a gng__t;_z_mg, short term

" disposal, and is not- anticipated to require in excéss of -
90 days to complete ac vhich time these requirements will

exp;re.

The issuance of Waste Discharge Requ:.rements for ‘the
discharges subject to these general requirements- is.

exempt from the provisions of Chapter 3, (commencing with - -

Section 21100) of Division 13, of the Public Resources
Code pursuant to one or more of the following provisions:

i e KT N



- General Waste Discharge Requlrements File No. 88-57
‘ . Discharge of Non-Hazerdous Contamlnated Soils S

-

’ ,(a) 'rhe lead agency has prepared an Environmental Impact
. T " _Report' or. a negative ‘‘declaration. based " on findings

. puxsuant to Californla Code of " Regulatlons, Title 14,
+ Chapter 3; Section 15070 which show that there will. be.'

_-mo- signlficant 1mpact on water gquality:; or-

- (b). The pro;ect would affect a minor alteration to the -
condition of land, and is exempt in accordance with 'ritle,

) ‘ 14, . Chapter 3, Sectn.on 15304, Californ:l.a Code ‘of
— *Requlations . -

1l.- These general waste discharge requlrements are not
- intended to alter or-supersede any existing restrictions
or working arrangements  relating to cleanup cases with

- local govemmental ‘agencies. .

The Board has notified interested agencies and persons:‘of its
intent to adopt general waste discharge requirements for disposal
of hydrocarbon contaminated soils; and other similar wastes and has
provides.them with an opportmxty to subm:.t ‘their wr:.tten views and

recommendations.

-The Board-ipn a public meeting heard and consuiered all comments
pertaining to the tentative requirements.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT:
" Ae APPLICABILITY

1. This Order shall serve as General Waste Discharge
Requirements for the discharge of non-hazardous
contaminated soil and other similar wastes to
properly. eng:.neered and managed Waste Management

‘Units.

deternmine if such discharge, a) -involyes 100,000
cubic yards or less.af hydrocarbon contaminated soil
and/or other similar waste, b) involves contaminated
soils and/or. other similar wastes at acceptable
levels as detemined by the Executive Officer, but
total petroleum hydrocarbons (TPH)-_shall not exceed
an average concentration of 1,000 mg/kg, c) will be
completed within 90 days, and d) is covered- by
adequate soil characterization of the “nature and
extent of the soil contamination,.and: e) ‘the .threat
to ground water from such soil and/or other waste
discharge’ 1s reduced to non-sigm.f:.cant levels.
-3-

‘2. Upon receipt of Mepcrt Waste Discharge descnbmgn
- such dischdrge, -the Executive Officer shall .’



General Waste Discharge Requzrements File No. 88-57
Discharge of Non-Hazardous Contaminated Soils

R

In: the event- the Executive. officer. so finds, he

" shall notify the applicant (hereinafter called the

‘Discharger) in writing that the proposed discharge
is- subject to this crder.

Notwithstanding ‘the abcve provis:.ons,a individual
cases may be brought tot the ‘Board for adoption of

waste discharge requxrements when deemed appropriate

by the Executive Officer.. '

_B. __WASTE DISCHARGE Rzeun;mms o -

"l

7.

No .condition of pollution or nuisance shall be
caused by the handling of the wastes-or from any
excavation operation conducted in association with
this waste disposal operation.

odors from the handling of these wastes' sh’all not
be perceivable beyond the limits of the property
owned or controlled by the discharger.

All required state and local permits and/or
variances shall be obtained by the discharger prior
to cemmencing the disposal operations.

The discharge and disposal of waste shall be in
conformance with Title 23, Division 3, Chapter 15,
california code of Regulations "Discharge- of Waste
to Land".

Wastes discbarged shall be limited to. material
obtained from one site only; no other wastes shall
be imported and/or commingled with those wastes.

’Wastes may be discharged at. a classified ‘Waste

Management Unit in the los Angeles Region;. provided

—the analyses are representative of the-entire volume

of ‘material and with the ‘concurrence of the site

‘operatcr. .

Waste discharged or: reclaxmed for reuse. as soil
backfill  shall not contain- any substance in
concentrations toxic to human, animal, .plant, or

aquatic life..



General Waste Qischarge Requirements - . File No. 88-57
Discharge of Non-Hazardous Contaminated So;ls .

I 1N

8.

C. PROVISIONS . .. 1.

B

¥

The: discharge of wastes shall be to a 1egal point:
of disposal -or: to-a site: approved by the. Executive ;
:Officer and': in accordance- ‘with': the prov151ons of -

Div151on 7:5 of ‘the WaterLCOde. ‘For the: purpeses ‘of

these requirements, a. legal disposal site is orie for
which requirements .have 'beer - established by "a.

Califorhia Regional. Water Quality.Control Board" and;i

which’ is_in cempliance therewith. L

A copy of these requirements shall be maintained by
the discharger at the proposed site and be available
at' all times to oneratinq personnel.

In the event the discharger is unable to comply withA
any of .the conditions.-of this Order due to' '

‘(a) 3reakdown of waste dlsposal equipment

(b) Accidents caused by human error or
negligence, .

(c) Other:canses such as acts of nature, -
{(d) Facility operations

The discharger must notify this Board by telephone
within 24 hours of the incident and confirm it in
writing . within one week of the telephone
notification. : -

In accordance .with Section 13260 of the California
Water Code, the discharger shall file a report of
material change with this Regional Board of any
material change in the character, location or vclume‘
of the discharge.

The Discharger shall allow the Regional. Board or an
authorized representative upon. the presentation of
credentials-and other dccunents as may be required
by law, to: -

(a) Enter apon. premises where a regulated facility

- or activity is located or .conducted, or where

records.-are kept under the conditions of:. this
Order;



!

General Waste Discharge Requirements . File No. 88-57

Discharge of Non-Hazardous Contaminated Soils

D.

.Robert Pp.

(}S) Have access to, and. copy: at reasonable times,
any records that are kept under the’ conditions
of this Order: .

(c) Inspect. at reasonable times, any facility,
equipment (including  monitoring and control
equipment), practices, or operations reqgulated
or required under .this Order; arxd~

(d) To photograph, sample, or monitor. at

. reasonable times, for the purpose. of assuring
compliance with this Order, or: as otherwise
authorized by the california Water Ccde.

in accordance with Section 13263 of the Water Code,
these waste discharge requirements are ‘subject to
periodic review and revision by this Regional Board.

These requirzments do not ’exempt the disbharger from
compliance <+ith any other laws, regulations, or

‘ordinances which may be applicable, they do not

legalize this soil disposal or similar waste and
they leave unaffected any further restraints on
those facilities which may be contained in other
status or contained by other regulatory agencies.

EXPIRATION

‘These Waste Discharge Requirements regulating a specific

short term soil or similar waste discharge expire 90 days
after the Executive Officer has determined this Order is

‘applicable to the specific project.

Ghirélli Executive Offider, do hereby certify that

the foregoing is a full true and correct copy of an Order adopted
by the California Regional Water Quallty cOntrol Board,- Los Angeles

Region on July 22, 1991.

ey

"ROBERT P. GHIRELLI, D. Env.

Executive Officer



CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
T LOSs ANGELES REGION '

MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
- . fox-:
DISCHARGE OF NON~HAZARDOUS CONTAMINATED SOILS
R AND OTHER WASTES T SN

ANDREW JnRGENS COMPANY - 99’VERDUGO AVE., BdRBANK

File No. 88-57- 150(95) : .

I. Reporting S

A. The discharger shall implement this meonitoring- and'reportlng
program on the date of issuance of the Waste- ‘Discharge

Requirements.

B. The monltorlng report shall be submitted within ten (10) days
follow1ng the completion of disposal operatlons at the LEinal
point of disposal.

C. All analytlcal samples obtained for this program shall be grab
samples. ‘ . )

D. In the event:=“hat hazardous or other unacceptable wastes are =
detected during disposal, .the type, source, and final
disposition of these wastes shall be reported.

II. Waste Disposal Reporting

A. 'A-report containing the following information shall be filed
with this Regional Boara after completion of all waste
disposal:

1. A tabular list of the estimated average quantities (in
cubic yards) and types of- materials deposited.

2. Where the méterial~was<depdsited {landfill name)}_

3. A certlflcatlon that all wastes deposited were in

compliance with the Regional Board’s “equlrements and
that no 'wastes have.been deposited outaide - of the
boundaries’ of the site as specified in- the. Regxonal
Board’s “nqulrements. N

4. In chose cases where approval is given for the .partial
disposal of contamlnated 'soils or other wastes, the
ultimate disposal 'point of the remaining contaminated
soils or other wastes must be reported, 1ncluding the
quantity of material disposed of at the different
locaticn.




General Waste Discharge Requirements ‘ File No. 88=57
‘Discharge of Non-Hazardous Contaminated Soils .

B

c.

D.

-ﬁonitorinq reports shall be siqnedhby"

1, - In the case. .of corporations,” uy a principal executive
officer at least of-the. level of vice-president or his

duly authorized representativa, if. such. representative

is responsible for the overall operation of discharge:

2. In the case of a partrership, by a general partner;
3. In the case of a sole. proprietorship, by the proprietor:

4. » In the case of a municipal, state or other public
facility, by either a principal executive officer,
ranking elected official, or other duly authorized

' employee.
The. report shall contain the following completed declaration:

T declare under penalty of pexrjury that the foregoing is true
and correct.

Executed on the day of at
- (Signature)

(Title) ™

The. discharger shall mail a copy of the monitoring report to

‘the following: -

e

Ordered by:

Jate:

California Regional Water Quality Control Board

Los Angeles Region
101 Centre Plaza Drive
Monterey Park, CA 91754-2156

-Attn: Technical Support Unit

ROBBRT P.
Executive Officer

~JULZ B 1395




:§ UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECT!ON AGENCY
& . _ REGION IX '
SFUND RECORDS CTR 75 Hawthormne Street '
88149543 ' .San Francisco, CA 94105-3901

SFUND RECORDS CTR
2166-9A416

CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
LOS ANGELES REGION
101 Centre Plaza Drive
Monterey Park, CA 91754-2156

December 31, 1996

ANDREW JERGEN

99 W. VERDUGO AVE.
- BURBANK, CA 81502
File Number: 109.0104

RE: SAN FERNANDO VALLEY SUPERFUND AREAS U.S. EPA AND LARWQCB
NOTIFICATION OF NO FURTHER ACTION

For property located at: 99 W VERDUGO AVE.
BURBANK, CA 91502

Dear Owner/Operator,

The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Region
("Regional Board") staff has conducted an assessment of your facility to determine the
extent of solvent usage and to assess past and current chemical handling, storage
and disposal practices. Your company is among those in the San Fernando Valley
which have received the Regional Board's "No Further Action" letters based on one or
more of the following categories: 1) information provided in your pre-inspection
questionnaire disclosed little or no solvent use; 2) the results of a staff inspection
disclosed little or no solvent use; or 3) completed assessment work indicated
insignificant or no solvent contamination in soil.

The purpose of this letter is to inform you that, based on the information
provided to U.S. EPA by the Regional Board to date, you will not be asked by the U.S.
EPA or the Regional Board to participate in regional groundwater cleanup projects
currently planned for San Fernando Valley. Your company is no longer part of the
U.S. EPA Superfund process, and the Regional Board and U.S. EPA plan no further
action concerning your facility.
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You may be contacted by those potentially responsible parties
("PRPs") that have been asked to participate in the groundwater
cleanup efforts. In the event you are contacted by PRPs, please
feel free to contact the appropriate Regional Board or U.S. EPA
staff for additional information or assistance. The telephone
numbers of Regional Board and U.S. EPA staff are provided on the
enclosed contact list.

Sincerely,
A Dlal— he W
ok A Bk Eobeh-P
Keith A. Takata Robert P. Ghirelli, D. Env.
Director Executive Officer
Superfund Division California Regional Water Quality

U.S. EPA, Region 9 ' Control Board, Los Angeles Office

enclosure




Los Angeles-Regional Water Quality Control Board

and

U. S. Environmental Protection Agency

Staff Contact List
Regional Board Contacts:
- For all Areas . . . . . . . . . . . ..
- For general questions . . . . . . . . .
U. 8. EPA Contacts
- For North Hollywood and

Burbank Areas

~ For Headworks, Pollock and
Verdugo Areas . . . . . .

. . Eric Nupen
(213) 266-7531

. Jonathan Bishop

. {213) 266-7538

Duane F. James
(415) 744-2253

Michael Osinski
(415) 744-2249




